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To: Cally Younger[cyounger@blm.gov]; Brian Steed[bsteed@blm.gov] 

Cc: Michael Nedd[mnedd@blm.gov]; Peter Mali[pmali@blm.gov]; Daniel 

DuBray[ddubray@blm.gov]; Beverly Winston[bwinston@blm.gov]; Jill RalstonOralston@blm.gov] 

From: DiCerbo, Adrienne 

Sent: 2017-11-21T16:23:22-05:00 

Importance: Normal 

Subject: For 100 Review: CRS Request for Grand Staircase Escalante NM Maps 

Received: 2017-11-21T16:24:29-05:00 

Original Map PL 105-355.pdf 

2017 Map PL 105-335.pdf 

Exchange Patent PL 105-335.pdf 

Hearing Record PL 105-335.pdf 

Hi Brian and Cally, 

CRS requested copies of maps that are referenced in PL 105-335 and PL 105-355, and that 
depict the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument. They have asked that we provide 
these maps by Friday, November 24. 

We were able to track down the original map referenced in PL 105-355, and it is attached 
below. Although we weren't able to find the original map referenced in PL 105-335, BLM UT 
generated a new map using the legal descriptions in the exchange patent (please note that the 
legal descriptions control). We have also included the hearing record from the hearing on HR 
3830, which became PL 105-335. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Thank you! 

Adrienne 


Adrienne DiCerbo 
Bureau of Land Management 
Legislative Affairs Division 
(202)912-7434 desk 
(202)763-3171 mobile 
adicerbo@blm.gov 
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STATE OF UTAH 
EXCHANGE PATENT NO. 19232 


A* 


WHEREAS, pursuant to the Utah Schools and Lands Exchange Act of 1998 Pub L 105-355 

2 ± C ^ ITED! l TATE f s< 0F . J * MERJCAi 

lands and assets in exchange for the trust lands hereinafter described; 

^ NOW THEREFORE I, MICHAEL O. LEAVITT, Governor, by virtue of the power and 

au!h°"£ V fT < : m "“if t i e i! a ' VS 0f thc State of Utah * do issue this PATENT, in the name and by the 
authority of the State of Utah, hereby granting and confirmingto UNITED STATES OF AMERICA and 

F,S a S nt?w S ,° rS 3 I 1 ? /f aSSlgnS forever ’ the followin 8 tract® or Parcels ofland in the Grand Staircilse - 
Escalante National Monument, situated in the County of Kane, State of Utah, to-wit: 

Parcel No. 2094 

/ Township 38 South. Range 1 East SI R*M 

Section 2: Lots 1 -4, S'A (All) [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 481.52 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2095 w 

1 Township 38 South. Ranee I Fast ST RJ&M I | rjr 

- Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] t| g 7j' 

Containing 640.00 acres* more or less JJ £ ^ £ 

m 3 iu * 

Parcel No. 2096 J- g *. 

Township 38 South. Rane e 1 East. SLB&M 3 | I 

Section 32: All [Minerals only] * n Q* 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less M A 4 3 


Parcel No. 2097 

Township 38 South. Ranee I Fast SI R*M 
Section 36: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2098 


--;- r T- t r - KT ~ 

Section 2: Lots 1-4. S'A (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 471.60 acres, more or less 


i **1 


& jr 

* 3 
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Parcel No. 2099 


Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2100 

Township 38 South. Ranee 2 East. SI.RJfrM 

Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] — 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less ^ 

Parcel No. 2101 

Township 38 South. Rang e 2 East SLB&M 

Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] / 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less ^ 

Parcel No. 2102 

Township 3 8 South. Ranee 3 Fast 

Section 2: Lots 1-4, S’/i (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 471.60 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2103 

Township 38 South. Ranee 3 East. SLR&M 

Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2104 

Township 3 8 South. Range 3 Past St R*M 

Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2105 

Township 38 South. Range 3 East. Sl.RfrM 

Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] j 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2106 


---- - - -r-1-O T 

Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/l (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 492.84 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2107 

Township 3 8 South. Range 4 East SLB&M 
Section 16: AH [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 


\<? 
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Parcel No. 2108 

Townshio 38 South. Ranee 4 Fact ST.R^M 

Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 


Parcel No. 2109 

Township.38 South. Ranee 4 East. SLBAM 

Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

w 

Parcel No. 2110 

Townshio 38 South. Ranee s East. SLB&M 

Section 2: Lots 1-4, S Vz (AH) [Surface and Minerals] j t 
Containing 489,80 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2111 

Township 38 South. Ranee 5 East. SI .RAM 

Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

l(y 

Parcel No. 2112 

lomishiD 38 South. Ranee 5 East. SI RAM 

Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

11 

Parcel No. 2113 

Townshio 38 South. Ranee 5 East SI RAM 

Section 36: Ail [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

IT 

Parcel No. 2114 

Townshio 38 South. Ranee 6 East. SLB&M 

Secuon 2: Lots 1-4. S'/i (All) [Surface and Minerals] | °\ 
Containing 488.56 acres, more or less 

Pared No. 2115 

Townshio 38 South. Ranee 6 East. SI.R^M 

Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

2-0 

Parcel No. 2116 

Townshio 38 South. Ran e e 6 East. SI RAM 

Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640,00 acres, more or less 


or*' 
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Parcel No. 2117 

Township 38 South. Ranee 6 East. SLB&M 
Section 36: AH [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2118 

Township 38 South. Ranee 7 East. SI.RfrM 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2119 

Township 38 South. Range 7 East. SI 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2120 

Township 3 8 South. Range 7 East. SI R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2121 

Township 39 South. Ranee 1 East ST 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/iNVi, S'/i (Alt) [Minerals only] 
Containing 642.88 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2122 

Township 3 9 South. Ranee 1 East SI R*M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2123 

Township 3 9 South. Ranee 1 East S? R*M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2124 

Township 39 South. Ranee I East St R*M 
Section 36: AH [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2125 

Township 39 South. Ran ge 2 East. SI.FhfrM 
Section 2: Lots 1-4. S'/jN'/a, S'/j (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 641.08 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2126 

Township 39 South. Ran ^ 2 East. SLB&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2127 

Township 39 South. R anee 2 East. SI.R&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2128 

Township 3 9 South. Range 2 East ST.R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2129 

Township 39 South. R anee 3 East. SLB&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'4N'/ 3 , S'A (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 640.16 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2130 

Township 39 South. Ranee 3 East SI 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2131 

Tpwpship 39 South. Range 3 East. SLB&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2132 

Township 3 9 South. Ranee 3 East. Sl.RftM 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2133 

Township 39 South. Ranee 4 Bast. SLB&M 
Section 2: Lots 1 -4. SViN'A.S'/j (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 638.48 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2134 

Township 3 9 South. Ranpc 4 East SI MM 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 


loS-njM 
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Parcel No. 2135: 

Township 39 South. Ranee 4 East SI.FUfrM 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2136 

Township 3 9 South. Ranpe 4 East. ST .RlrM 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2137 

Township 3 9 South. Ranee 5 East. SI Rj&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/iN’/i, SVi (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 640.44 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2138 

Township 3 9 South. Ranee 5 East. Sl.BfrM 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2139 

Township 3 9 South. Range 5 Fast ST RJ&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2140 

Township 3 9_ South. Range 5 Fast ft! R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2141 

Township 39 South. Range 6 East. SIRfrM 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, SVSNtt, S'/i (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 638.64 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2142 

Township 3 9 South. Range 6 East SI R*M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2143 

Township 39 South. Range 6 East SI R*M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 


UaS-TS5 
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Parcel No. 2144 

Township 39 Sooth. Rang# . 6 East. SLB&M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2145 

Township 39 South. Ranee 7 East. SLR&M 
Section 16: EVi, NWV< [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 480.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2146 

Township 39 South. Ranee 7 East SLB&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2147 

Township 39 South. Ranee 7 East SLB&M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2148 

Township 39 South. Ranee 8 East. SLB&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2149 

Township 4 0 South. Range 1 East St R&N/f 
Section 2: Lots 1-4. S'AWz, S'/i (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 638.12 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2150 

Township 40 South. Ranee I East. SLB&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2151 

Township 40 South. Range 1 East. SLB&M 
Section 32: AH [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2152 

Township 40 South. Range I East. SI R&M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 


ViS-Tlt 
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Parcel No. 2153 

Township 40 South. Range 2 East. SLB&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4. S'/,N'/, f S'/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 639.52 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2154 

Township 40 South. Ra nee 2 East. SLB&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2155 

Township 40 South. Ranee 2 East. SfRfrM 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2156 

Township 40 South. Range 9 East. SLBftM 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2157 

Township 40 South . Ranee 3 East. SI .RAM 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/,N'/,. S'/, (AH) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 640.04 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2158 

Township 40 South. Range 3 East. SI R*M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2159 

Township 40 South. Ran ge 3 East. SI .BAM 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2160 

Township 4 0 South. Ranee 3 East. SI R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2161 

Township 40 South. Range 4 Fast SLB&M 
Section 2: Lots 14, S'/,N'/,, S’/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 639.72 acres, more or less 

uiS-nn oisi - 1-3F1 
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Parcel No. 2162 

Township 40 South. Range 4 East. SLB&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2163 

Township 4 0 South. Range 4 East SLBAM 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2164 

Township 4Q South. Ran ge 4 East. SLB&M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2165 

Township 4 0 South. Range 5 East ST 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, SViN'A, SVi (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 641.88 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2166 

Township 40 South. Range 5 East. SLR&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2167 

Township 40 South. Ranee 5 East. SLB&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2168 

Township 4 0 South. Range 5 East. SI R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2169 

Township 40 South. Ranee 6 East. SLB&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, SViNVi, SVi (All) [Minerals only] 
Containing 641.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2170 

Township 40 South. Ran ge 6 East. SLRftM 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2171 

Township 4 0 South. Ranpe 6 Fast. SI.RfrM 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2172 

Township 4 0 South. Range 6 East. ST.RfrM 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2173 

Township 40 South. Range 7 East. SI R^M 

Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/ a N'/*, S'/S (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2174 

Township 4 0 South. Ranee 7 East. ST Bjq-M 
Section 16: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2175 

Township 40 South. Ran ge 7 Hast. ST RAM 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2176 

Township 40 South. Ranee 7 Ea«. SLB&M 
Section 36: AH [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2177 

Township 4 1 South. Range 1 East SI R*M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4. S'/iNVi, SVS (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 68S.60 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2178 

Township 41 South. Range I East. SI RfrM 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2179 

Township 41 South. Ran ee 1 East. SLB&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

lo5-t3*i Otti- mi 
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Parcel No. 2180 

Township 41 South. Range 1 Past. ST.R*M 
Section 36: AH [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2181 

Township 4 1 South. Range 2 Fast St 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/,N!6, S'/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 691.12 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2182 

Township 41 South. Ran ge 2 East. SLR&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2183 

Township 41 South. Range 2 East. SLB&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2184 

Township 41 South. Ran ge 2 East. Sl-R&M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2185 

Township 41 South. Rann«- 3 East. SI R*M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4. SViN'/,. S'/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 690.44 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2186 

Township 41 South. Rang e 3 East. SIB&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2187 

Township 41 South. Ranye 3 East. S LR.fr M 
Section 32: E'/i, S'/iSW'/, [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 400.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2188 

Township 41 South. Ranp e 3 East. SLR&M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 


IHSL 
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Parcel No. 2189 

Township 41 South. Range 4 East. ST.B&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-8, S'AN'/i, S'/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 725.84 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2190 

Township 41 South, RanPe 4 East. ST .R^M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2191 

Township 41 South. Ranee 4 Fast St R*M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2192 

Township 4 1 South. Range 4 East ST R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2193 

Township 4 1 South. Range 5 East SI R*M 
Section 2: Lots 1-8. S'AWi, S'/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 729.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2194: 

Township 41 South. Ranee 5 East. SLB&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2195 

Township 41 South. Range 6 East. Sl.BAM 
Section 2: Lots 1-8, S'/,N'/,, S'/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 731.96 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2196 

Township 41 South. Ranee 6 Fast. SI R*M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2197 

Township 41 South. Ranee 7 Fact Sir 
Section 2: Lots 1-8, S'AN'/i, S14 (All) [Minerals only] 
Containing 737.76 acres, more or less 

Ofti- m3 
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Parcel No. 2198 

Township 4 1 South. Ranee 7 Fast Km*M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2199 

Township 4 2 South. Range 1 Hast. Sr .ttfrM 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/iNl'i, S'/i (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 667.92 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2200 

Township 4 2 South. Ranee 1 East. SLB&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2201 

Township 42 South. Ranee 2 East. SLB&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/iN'/j, S'/* (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 668.32 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2202 

Township 4 2 South. Range 2 East. SI R*M 
Section 16: Alt [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2203 

Township 42 South. Range 3 Fast SI R&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, SViN'/i, S'/* (All) [Surface and Minerals) 
Containing 675.96 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2204 

Township 42 South. Range 3 East. SI R*M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2205 

Township 42 South. Ranpc 3 East. SLB&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2206 

Township 42 South. Range 3 East. Sl RfrM 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 


105-TM1. 
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Parcel No. 2207 

Township 42 South. Range 4 East. SLB&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, jSJSNJi, S'A (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 640.72 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2208 

Township 4 2 South. Ranee 4 Fast ST .R.&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2209 

Township 4 3 South. Ranee 3 East. SI RJfrM 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/*N'/ a , SV4 (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 647.56 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2225 

Township 3 8 South. Range 1 West. ST.RfrM 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/iN'A, S'/ a (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 639.84 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2226 

Township 3 8 South. RanPc 1 West St R*M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2227 

Township 38 South. Ranee 1 West St flfrM 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2228 

Township 38 South. Ranee 1 West. St RAM 
Section 36; All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2229 

Township 38 _South. Ranee 2 West ST R*M 
Section 16: SEKSEK. W'/iE'/j, W'/ a [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 520.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2230 

Township 38 South. Ranee 2 West. SLB&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 


laS -TM'i 
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Parcel No. 2231 

Township 38 South. Range 2 West ST .R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and MineraisJ 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2232 

Township 3 8 South. Range 3 West ST RJfrM 
Section 2: Lots 2, 3,4, SWWNEW, S'ANWVi, S'/ 2 [Minerals only] 
Containing 557.68 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2233 

Township 3 8 South. Range 3 West SI 

Section 16 : N'/j, N'ASW'A, SEWSWW, SE'A [Surface] 

Containing 600.00 acres, more or less 
Section 16: All [Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 
Parcel No. 2234 

Township 3 8 South. Range 3 West 91 ft*M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2235 

Township 3 8 South. Ranee 3 West sr.tt.frM 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2236 

Township 3 8 South. Ranee 4 West SI R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2237 

Township 3 9 South. Ranee I West SI R*M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4. S'ASVi (AH) [Minerals only] 

Containing 314.40 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2238 

Township 3 9 South. Ranee I Wert SI MM 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2239 

Township 39 South. Ranee 1 Wcct RT.R&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2240 

Township 3 9 South. Ranee 1 West ST R &M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2241 

Township 39 South. Ranee 2 Wes» SI R*M 
Section 2: Lots 1,2,3,4, S'AS'A (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 297.16 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2242 

Township 3 9 South. Ranee 2 West St R*M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2243 

Township 39 South. Range 2 West. SI .RAM 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2244 

Township 39 South. Range 2 West SI R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2245 

Township 39 South. Ranee 2% West St r*m 
Section 36: Lots 1-4, EWW/j, EV4 (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 581.36 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2246 

Township 39 South. Range 3 West. SI R*M 
Section 2: Lots 1,2,3.4, SY 2 SV 2 (All) [Minerals only] 
Containing 329.54 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2247 

Tpwnship 39 South. Ranee 3 West. SLR&M 
Section 16: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2248 

Township 3 9 South. Ranee 3 West. SLB&M 
Section 31: SVSNE'/i [Minerals only] 

Containing 80.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2249 

Township 3 9 South. Range 3 West. SLR&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2250 

Township 3 9 South. Range 3 West SI R&M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2251 

Township 3 9 South. Range 4 West SLR&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'AS'/i (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 334.48 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2252 

Township 39 South. Range 4 West SI R&M 
Section 22: NWVSSWV4. SEKSWK [Minerals only] 
Containing 80.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2253 

Township 3 9 South. Range 4 West SLR&M 
Section 27: NWJ4NEI4 [Minerals only] 

Containing 40.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2254 

Township 39 South. Ranee 4 West SI RftM 
Section 28: NE’ANEVi. NEV4NWV4 [Minerals only] 

Containing 80.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2255 

Township 39 South. Range 4 West. SLB&M 
Section 36: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2256 

Township 4 0 South. Ranee I West, SIR&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/jN'/j. S'/* (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 636.36 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2257 

Township 40 South. Ranee 1 Wr<=t ST.RfrM 
Section 16: EVi, NJ'iNWW [Minerals only] 

Containing 400.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2258 

Township 40 South. Range 1 West. SI .RAM 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2259 

Township 4 0 South. Range 1 West. SI RjfrM 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2260 

Township 40 South. Ranee 2 West. St.R^M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S’/aN'/i, SVi (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 653.60 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2261 > 

Township 4 0 South. Range 2 West Rl rj&m 
S ection 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2262 

Township 4 0 South. Ranee 2 West SI R#M 
Section 32: SViN'/j, S'/j [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 480.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2263 

Township 40 South. Range 2 West St 
Section 34: NEV4NW/4 [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 40.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2264 

Township 40 South. Range 2 West. SI RAM 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2265 

Township 4 0 South. Range 3 West SI pft-M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4. S'/iN'/*, S'A (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 648.36 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2266 

Township 40 South. Range 3 West ST Rj&m 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2267 

Township 4 0 South. Ranne 3 West SI R*M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2268 

Township 4 0 South. Range 3 West. SI .RifrM 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2269 

Township 4 0 South. Range 4 West St 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'AN'A, SK (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 640.36 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2270 

Township 4 0 South. Range 4 West St 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2271 

Township 40 South. Range 4 West. Sl.Rjfrhf 
Section 30: NW'ANEH [Minerals only] 

Containing 40.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2272 

Township 40 South. Ranee 4 West Cl 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2273 

Township 4 0 South. Range 4 West SI R^M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2274 

Township 4 0 South. RanPe 4.5 West Cl RAf U 
Section 32: E'ANEVi, SW'ANE'/i, SEVl [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 280.00 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2275 

Township 40 South. Range 5 W*ct ST .rj&m 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2276 

Township 4 1 South. Range 1 W^t ST RfrM 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'AN'A, S'A (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 683.68 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2277 

Township 4 1 South. Ranpe 1 West SI.R*M 
Section 16: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2278 

Township 41 South. Ranee 1 West. SI.RfrM 
Section 32: Lots 1,2, NW'/i, N'ASW'/i [Surface] 

Containing 318.15 acres, more or less 
Section 32: Lots 1 -4, NViS'A, N'/ s (All) [Minerals] 

Containing 637.97 acres, more or less 

v 

Parcel No. 2279 

Township 41 South. Range 1 West SlRjfrM 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2280 

Township 4 1 South. Range 2 West St 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/iN’A, S!4 (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 690.64 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2281 

Township 41 South. Ranee 2 West. SLB&M 
Section 16: Lots 1-4, N'/,, N'/jS'/i (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 630.16 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2282 

Township 41 South. Ranee 2 West SI R*M 
Section 32: Lots 1-8, S'/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 625.38 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2283 

Township 41 South. Range 2 West SLR&M 
Section 36: N'ANE'/i, NW'A, NW'/iSWVi, S'ASWA [Surface] 
Containing 360.00 acres, more or less 
Section 36: All [Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 
Parcel No. 2284 

Township 4 1 South. Ranee 3 West. St-RJEM 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'AN'A, S'/* (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 680.40 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2285 

Township 41 South. Ranee 3 West. Sl.RJfrM 
Section 16: AH [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2286 

Township 41 South. Range 3 West. SLB&M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2287 

Township 41 South. Range 3 West SIRfl-M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2288 

Township 41 South. Range 4 West. Sf R*M 
Section 2: Lots 1-8, S'/iNVi, S'A (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 680.72 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2289 

Township 41 South. Ranee 4 West. S1.R&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2290 

Township 4 1 South. Range 4 West. SI R^M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2291 

Township 4 1 South. Range 4 West ST.Rfl-M 

Section 36: E'A, NHNWH, E'/iSWVi [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 480.00 acres, more or less 

. i 

Parcel No. 2292 

Township 4 1 South. Range 4‘A West ST 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2293 

Township 41 South. Range 4'A West ST .R*M 
Section 18: Lot 3, SEWNWVi [Minerals only] 

Containing 78.24 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2294 

Township 41 South. Ranee 4‘A West SI Rj&m 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2295 

Township 41 South. Ranne 4'A West. St R*M 
Section 33: NE’/iNE'/i [Minerals only] 

Containing 40.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2296 

Township 41 South. Ranne 4'A West SI 
Section 34: NW'/iNW 1 /* [Minerals only] 

Containing 40.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2297 

Township 41 South. Rannr S West SI 

Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/jN'A, S'/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 636.48 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2298 

Township 41 South. Ranee 5 West. SI MM 
Section 14: NW'ANE'A [Minerals only] 

Containing 40.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2299 

T ownship 41 South. Ranee 5 West. SLB&M 
Section 16: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2300 

Township 41 South. Range 5 West. St R*M 

Section 36: Lots 1-4, W14E54, W'/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 589.60 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2301 

Township 4 2 South. Ranee 1 West ST.Rj&m 

Section 2: Lots 1-7, S'/SNE’/«, SE'ANWK, E'ASW'A, SE'/« (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 638.13 acres, more or less 


Parcel No. 2302 

Township 42 South. Range 1 Wwt St 
Section 16: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2303 

Township 42 South. Ranee 1 Wed, SLB&M 
Section 28: W'/iSE'/i [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 80.00 acres, more or less 


Parcel No. 2304 

Township 42 South. Range 1 Wph SI rj&m 
S ection 32: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 


Parcel No. 2305 

Township 42 South. Rannr 1 West. SI R*M 
Section 33: NW'/«NE'/«, [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 40.00 acres, more or less 


Parcel No. 2306 

Township 42 South. Range I West SI R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2307 

Township 42 South. Range 2 Wen SI R*M 

Section 2: Lots 3,4, S'/iNW'/i, SW54, less 110.27 acres described under Patent 
No. 18374 [Surface] 

Containing 209.00 acres, more or less 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'AN*/,, S'/, (All) [Minerals] 

Containing 637.05 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2308 

Township 42 South. Range 2 West. Sl.R^M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2309 

Township 42 South. Ranpe 2 West. ST .R^M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2310 

Township 42 South. Range 2 West. S1R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2311 

Township 4 2 South. Ranee 3 West. SI .RJ&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, SUNK, S'/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 635.12 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2312 

Township 42 South. Range 3 West. SLB&M 
Section 16: AH [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2313 

Township 42 South. Ranee 3 West. SLB&M 
Section 32: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2314 

Township 42 South, Range 3 West SI R*M 
Section 36: All [Minerals and Surface] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2315 

Township 42 South. Range 4 West. SIMM 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/,N'/,, S'/, (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 612.96 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2316 

Township 42 South. Range 4 West, SI Rj&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2317 

Township 4 2 South. Ranee 4 West. SI.RftM 
Section 32: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2318 

Township 42 South R ange 4 West. Sl.R^M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2319 

Township 42 South. R anee 4.5 West. SI B*M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2320 

Township 42 South. Ranee 4.S West. SI.RAM 
Section 32: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2321 

Township 42 South Range 5 West. SI.RAM 

Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'AN'/i, S'/i (All) [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 596.40 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2322 

Township 43 So uth. Range 1 West SI R*M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/iNii, S'/i (All) [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.80 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2323 

Township 43 Sout h. Ranee 1 West. SLB&M 

Section 13: NWVi, WfcNEK. N'ASW‘/«. SW'/.SW'/, [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 360.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2324 

Township 43 Sout h. Ranee 1 West. SI RAM 
Section 14: E'/i [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 320.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2325 

Township 43 Sout h. Ranee I West. SLB&M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2326 

Township 43 South. Range 2 West SLB&M 
Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'/M, S'A (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 632.20 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2327 

Township 4 3 South. Ran r 2 West SI R*M 
Section 16: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2328 

Township 43 South. Range 2 West ST.Rj&m 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2329 

Township 43 South. Ran pe 3 West. ST .R*X/[ 

Section 2: Lots 1-4, S'AN'A, S'/S (All) [Surface and Minerals] 
Containing 641.85 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2330 

Township 43 South. Ra nee 3 West. St 
Section 16:. All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2331 

Township 43 South. Range 3 West. S1R*M 
Section 32: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2332 

Township 43 South. Ranee 3 West. St R*M 
Section 36: All [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 


Parcel No. 2333 

Township 43 South. Ran pe 4 West. SI.RJ&M 

Stator 2: Lou2 ; 9. S *: / - N E«. NWK. N’/.SW'/., NWWSEV. (All) [Surface Mi„cn,l S ] 
Containing 655.84 acres, more or less J 


Parcel No. 2334 

Township 43 South. Ranoc 4 West. St R*M 
Section 16: All [Minerals only] 

Containing 640.00 acres, more or less 
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Parcel No. 2335 

Township 43 South. Range 4.5 West. SLB&M 
Section 5: Lot 3 [Minerals only] 

Containing 37.90 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2336 

Township 43 South. Range 4.5 West. KI.R*M 

Section 16: Lots 1-4, NJ4, N'/iS’/i (All) [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 648.00 acres, more or less 

Parcel No. 2337 

Township 44 South. Range 3 West. SF 

Section 2: Lots 1 -4, E'AWA, EV 3 (All) [Surface and Minerals] 

Containing 692.24 acres, more or less 

The above parcels aggregate 119,776.91 surface acres and 135,264.98 mineral acres, more or 


Together with the following water rights: 

1. Water Right No. 85-583 (affects Parcel No. 2297). 

2. Water Right No. 85-587 (affects Parcel No. 2321). 

3. Water Right No. 85-590 (affects Parcel No. 2333). 

4. Water Right No. 89-605 (affects Parcel No. 2292). 

5. Water Right No. 89-769 (affects Parcel No. 2303). 

6. Water Right No. 89-956 (affects Parcel No. 2233). 

7. Water Right No. 89-957 (affects Parcel No. 222 9). 

8. Water Right No. 89-958 (affects Parcel No. 2226 ) 

9. Water Right No. 89-959 (affects Parcel No. 2225 ) 

10. Water Right No. 89-960 (affects Parcel No. 2225). 

11. Water Right No. 89-961 (affects Parcel No. 2095). 

1 2. Water Right No. 89-962 (affects Parcel No. 2094). 

13. Water Right No, 89-963 (affects Parcel No. 2099). 
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14. Water Right No. 89-964 (affects Parcel No. 2251). 

15. Water Right No. 89-965 (afreets Parcel No. 2234). 

16. Water Right No. 89-966 (affects Parcel No. 2235). 

17. Water Right No. 89-967 (affects Parcel No. 2234). 

18. Water Right No. 89-968 (affects Parcel No. 2230). 

19. Water Right No. 89-969 (affects Parcel No. 2230). 

20. Water Right No. 89-970 (affects Parcel No. 2241). 

21. Water Right No. 89-971 (affects Parcel No. 2241). 

22. Water Right No. 89-972 (affects Parcel No. 2231). 

23. Water Right No. 89-973 (affects Parcel No. 2231). 

24. Water Right No 89-974 (affects Parcel No. 2227). 

25. Water Right No. 89-975 (affects Parcel No. 2227). 

26. Water Right No. 89-976 (affects Parcel No. 2096). 

27. Water Right No. 89-977 (affects Parcel No. 2097). 

28. Water Right No. 89-978 (affects Parcel No. 2100). 

29. Water Right No. 89-979 (affects Parcel No. 2101). 

30. Water Right No. 89-980 (affects Parcel No. 2125). 

31. Water Right No. 89-981 (affects Parcel No. 2104). 

32. Water Right No. 89-984 (affects Parcel No. 2112). 

33. Water Right No. 89-987 (affects Parcel No. 2249). 

34. Water Right No. 89-988 (affects Parcel No. 2243). 

35. Water Right No. 89-989 (affects Parcel No. 2242). 

36. Water Right No. 89-990 (affects Parcel No. 2239). 
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37. Water Right No. 89-991 (affects Parcel No. 2240). 

38. Water Right No. 89-992 (affects Parcel No. 2122). 

39. Water Right No. 89-992 (affects Parcel No. 2129). 

40. Water Right No. 89-993 (affects Parcel No. 2124). 

41. Water Right No. 89-993 (affects Parcel No. 2133). 

42. Water Right No. 89-994 (affects Parcel No. 2127). 

43. Water Right No. 89-995 (affects Parcel No. 2126). 

44. Water Right No. 89-995 (affects Parcel No. 2137). 

45. Water Right No. 89-996 (affects Parcel No. 2130). 

46. Water Right No. 89-997 (affects Parcel No. 2131). 

47. Water Right No. 89-998 (affects Parcel No. 2131). 

48. Water Right No. 89-999 (affects Parcel No. 2134). 

49. Water Right No. 89-1000 (affects Parcel No. 2135). 

50. Water Right No. 89-1001 (affects Parcel No. 2138). 

51. Water Right No. 89-1002 (affects Parcel No. 2143). 

52. Water Right No. 89-1003 (affects Parcel No. 2270). 

53. Water Right No. 89-1004 (affects Parcel No. 2266). 

54 Water Right No, 89-1005 (affects Parcel No. 2266). 

55. Water Right No. 89-1006 (affects Parcel No. 2257). 

56. Water Right No. 89-1007 (affects Parcel No. 2149). 

5 7. Water Right No. 89-1008 (affects Parcel No. 2154). 

58. Water Right No. 89-1009 (affects Parcel No. 2157). 

59. Water Right No. 89-1010 (affects Parcel No. 2162). 
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60. 

61 . 

62. 

63. 

64. 

65. 

66 . 

67. 

68 . 

69. 

70. 

71. 

72. 

73. 

74. 

75. 

76. 

77. 

78. 

79. 

80. 
81. 
82. 


Water Right No. 89-1011 (affects Parcel No. 2161). 
Water Right No. 89-1012 (affects Parcel No. 2170). 
Water Right No. 89-1013 (affects Parcel No. 2273). 
Water Right No. 89-1014 (affects Parcel No. 2268). 
Water Right No. 89-1015 (affects Parcel No. 2268). 
Water Right No. 89*1016 (affects Parcel No. 2280). 
Water Right No. 89-1017 (affects Parcel No. 2258). 
Water Right No. 89-1018 (affects Parcel No. 2259). 
Water Right No. 89-1019 (affects Parcel No. 2177). 
Water Right No. 89-1020 (affects Parcel No. 2181). 
Water Right No. 89-1021 (affects Parcel No. 2159). 
Water Right No. 89-1022 (affects Parcel No. 2189). 
Water Right No. 89-1023 (affects Parcel No. 2164). 
Water Right No. 89-1024 (affects Parcel No. 2168). 
Water Right No. 89-1025 (affects Parcel No. 2193). 
Water Right No. 89-1026 (affects Parcel No. 2175). 
Water Right No, 89-1027 (affects Parcel No. 2175). 
Water Right No. 89-1028 (affects Parcel No. 2175). 
Water Right No. 89-1029 (affects Parcel No. 2291). 
Water Right No. 89-1030 (affects Parcel No. 2287). 
Water Right No. 89-1031 (affects Parcel No. 2285). 
Water Right No. 89-1032 (affects Parcel No. 2282). 
Water Right No. 89-1033 (affects Parcel No. 2183). 
tos-nss orti - |fci 
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83. Water Right No. 89-1034 (affects Parcel No. 2184). 

84. Water Right No. 89-1035 (affects Parcel No. 2188). 

85. Water Right No. 89-1036 (affects Parcel No. 2187). 

86. Water Right No. 89-1038 (affects Parcel No. 2196). 

87. Water Right No. 89-1039 (affects Parcel No. 2200). 

88. Water Right No. 89-1040 (affects Parcel No. 2200). 

89. Water Right No. 89-1041 (affects Parcel No. 2200). 

90. Water Right No. 89-1042 (affects Parcel No. 2201). 

91. Water Right No. 89-1043 (affects Parcel No. 2202). 

92. Water Right No. 89-1044 (affects Parcel No. 2201). 

93. Water Right No. 89-1045 (affects Parcel No. 2318). 

94. Water Right No. 89-1046 (affects Parcel No. 2314). 

95. Water Right No. 89-1047 (affects Parcel No. 2326). 

96. Water Right No. 89-1048 (affects Parcel No. 2310). 

97. Water Right No. 89-1055 (affects Parcel No. 2140). 

98. Water Right No. 89-1105 (affects Parcel No. 2094). 

99. Water Right No. 89-11 ] 1 (affects Parcel No. 2270). 

100. Water Right No. 89-1142 (affects Parcel No. 2286). 

101. Water Right No. 89-1165 (affects Parcel No. 2187). 

102. Water Right No. 89-1199 (affects Parcel No. 2337). 

103. Water Right No. 97-1397 (affects Parcel No. 2102). 

104. Water Right No. 97-1398 (affects Parcel No. 2106). 

105. Water Right No. 97-1399 (affects Parcel No. 2119). 

V> 5-1 tea 01*31 - IWl 


DOI-2019-06 0092 


FOIAOOI 01711196 




Exchange Patent No. 19232 
Page 32 


106. Water Right No. 97-1446 (affects Parcel No. 2115). 

107. Water Right No. 97-1447 (affects Parcel No. 2115). 

108. Water Right No. 97-1448 (affects Parcel No. 2110). 

109. Water Right No. 97-1500 (affects Parcel No. 2108). 

STATP?n?iI!Sn5K TO * I °L D the above described and granted premises unto the said UNITED 

SUC “ S! ° K “ ,d “ Sig,K f0 "'' eri SUbj “ t “ * he followi "8 

1. Mineral Lease No. 19656-coal; issued to AMCA Coal; held by diligent operations, the 
next reassessment date is December 31,2001 (affects Parcel No. 2190). 

2. Mineral Lease No. 19678-coal; issued to AMCA Coal; held by diligent operations, lease 

is in production, the next reassessment date is December 31,2001 (affects Parcel No. 
2188 ), 

3. Mineral Lease No. 19786-coal; issued to AMCA Coal; held by diligent operations, the 
next reassessment date is December 31,2001 (affects Parcel No. 2191). 

4. Mineral Lease No. 43744-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco, Inc; expires 

January 31, 1999 (affects Parcel No. 2190). F 

5. Mineral Lease No 43746-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco, Inc; expires 

Januaty 31, 1999 (affects Parcel No. 2207). P 

6. Mineral Lease No. 44260-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco, Inc; expires 

January 31, 1999 (affects Parcel No. 2228 ). P 

7. Mineral Lease No. 44262-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco, Inc; expires 

January 31, 1999 (affects Parcel No. 2237,2238). p 

8. Mineral Lease No. 44265-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco, Inc; expires 

January 31, 1999 (affects Parcel No. 2096). P 

9. Mineral Lease No. 45096-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 

ltd; expires November 30,2000 (affects Parcel No. 2265). P ’ 

!°. Mineral Lease No. 45097-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd; expires November 30,2000 (affects Parcel No. 2247). 

11. Mineral Lease No. 45098-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 

Ltd; expires November 30 ,2000 (affects Parcel No. 2249 ). P 
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Mineral Lease No. 45278-Metalliferous Minerals; issued to Douglas A. Smith; expires 
March 31,2001 (affects Parcel No. 2294). 

Mineral Lease No. 45294-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Rangeland Petroleum Corp 
and Conoco Inc.; expires April 30,2001 (affects Parcel Nos. 2173,2176). 

Mineral Lease No. 45525-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco, Inc; expires 
Februaiy 28,2002 (affects Parcel No. 2133). 

Mineral Lease No. 45526-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Rangeland Petroleum Corp- 
expires Februaiy 28,2002 (affects Parcel No. 2145,2147). 

Mineral Lease No. 45527-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco, Inc.;expires 

February 28,2002 (affects Parcel No. 2161 ). 

Mineral Lease No 45528-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco, Inc.jcxpires 

February 28,2002 (affects Parcel No. 2185, 21 88). F 

Mineral Lease No 45529-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco, Inc.;expires 
Februaiy 28,2002 (affects Parcel No. 2192). F 

Minera! Lease No. 45530-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco, Inc; expires 
Februaiy 28,2002 (affects Parcel No. 2193). 

Mineral Lease No. 45531 -oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Rangeland Petroleum Coro- 
expires Februaiy 28,2002 (affects Parcel No. 2174). 

on'ivj ?fr CaS d N °‘ f gaS & Mrocarbon; issued to Conoco Inc.; February 28, 

2002 (affects Parcel No. 2208). 

No - 45548 ” oil * 8“'* hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco, Inc; expires April 

30.2002 (affects Parcel No. 2166). 

Mineral Lease No. 45707-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Rangeland Petroleum Corp 
and Conoco Inc; expires August 31,2002 (affects Parcel No. 2160). 

Mineral Lease No. 45708-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Rangeland Petroleum Corp 
and Conoco Inc; expires August 31, 2002 (affects Parcel No. 2160). 

Mineral Lease No. 45709-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Rangeland Petroleum Corp 
and Conoco Inc; expires August 31,2002 (affects Parcel No. 2190). 

3 ^ 3 ^^^ 
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27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

41. 


Mineral Lease No. 45829--oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco Inc.; expires March 

31,2003 (afTects Parcel No. 2139). 

^“l UaseNo - 45831 “ oi1, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco Inc.; expires March 

31,2003 (affects Parcel No. 2163). 

N °* 45833 “ oil * 8“ & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco Inc.; expiresMarch 

31,2003 (affects Parcel No. 2191). 

Mineral Lease No. 45939-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Rangeland Petroleum Corn, 
and Conoco Inc; expires May 31, 2003 (affects Parcel No. 2163). 

M'neralLease No. 45943-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Conoco Inc.; expires May 

31,2003 (affects Parcel No. 2191). 

Mineral Lease No. 46048-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Thomas G. Dorough • 
expires September 30,2003 (affects Parcel No. 2199). 

Mineral Lease No. 46049-oil. gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Thomas G. Dorough • 
expires September 30,2003 (afTects Parcel No. 2195 ). ’ 

Mineral Lease No. 46050-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Thomas G. Dorough * 
expires September 30,2003 (affects Parcel No. 2158). 

Mineral Lease No. 46051— oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Thomas G. Dorough • 
expires September 30,2003 (affects Parcel No. 2109 ). " 

Mineral Lease No. 46088-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Thomas G. Dorough • 
expires September 30. 2003 (afTects Parcel No. 2180). 

Mineral Lease No. 46132-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Thomas G. Dorough ■ 
expires October 31.2003 (afTects Parcel No. 2160). ** 

Mineral Lease No. 46967-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires April 30.2004 (afTects Parcel No. 2234). 

Mineral Lease No. 46971-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires Apnl 30,2005 (afTects Parcel No. 2094,2095,2097). 

Mineral Lease No. 46972-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires April 30,2005 (affects Parcel No. 2098,2099,2100,2101). 

Mineral Lease No 46973-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires Apnl 30. 2005 (affects Parcel No. 2121,2122,2124). P 
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Mineral Lease No. 46974-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partner ship 
Ltd.; expires April 30,2005 (affects Parcel No. 2125,2126,2127,2128). 

Mineral Lease No. 46975-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires April 30, 2005 (affects Parcel No. 2129,2130,2131,2132). 

Mineral Lease No. 46976-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires April 30,2005 (affects Parcel No. 2149,2150,2151,2152). 

Mineral Lease No. 46977-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires April 30,2005 (affects Parcel No. 2153,2154,2155,2156). 

Mineral Lease No. 46978-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires April 30, 2005 (affects Parcel No. 2157,2159). 

Mineral Lease No. 46979-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires April 30,2005 (affects Parcel No. 2181). 

Mineral Lease No. 46983-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires April 30.2005 (affects Parcel No. 2103,2104,2105). 

Mineral Lease No. 47010-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires July 31,2005 (affects Parcel No. 2189). 

Mineral Lease No. 47110-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd.; expires April 31,2005 (affects Parcel No. 2123). 

Mineral Lease No. 47145-building stone/ limestone; issued to Richard Koch; expires 
September 30.2005 (affects Parcel No. 2297). 

Mineral Lease No. 47162-oil. gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Rangeland Petroleum Corp- 
expires November 30.2005 (affects Parcel No. 2197). 

Mineral Lease No. 47170-oil. gas &. hydrocarbon; issued to Ben Donegan; expires 
November 30.2005 (affects Parcel No. 2110). 6 P 

Mineral Lease No, 47171-oil. gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Ben Donegan; expires 
November 30.2005 (affects Parcel No. 2119). 

Mineral Lease No. 47172-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Ben Donegan; expires 
November 30,2005 (afreets Parcel No. 2146). 

Mineral Lease No. 47173-oil. gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Ben Donegan; expires 
November 30,2005 (affects Parcel No. 2226). V 
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57. 

58. 

59. 

60. 

61. 

62. 

63. 

64. 

65. 

66 . 

67. 

68 . 

69. 

70. 

71. 


Mineral Lease No. 47174-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Ben Donegan; expires 
November 30,2005 (affects Parcel No. 2227). " 

Mineral Lease No. 47177-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Ben Donegan; expires 
November 30,2005 (affects Parcel No. 2108). 

Mineral Lease No. 47178-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Rangeland Petroleum Corn 
and Conoco Inc.; expires November 30,2005 (affects Parcel No. 2134). 

Mineral Lease No. 47429-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Thomas G. Dorough* 
expires November 30,2006 (affects Parcel No. 2167). 

Mineral Lease No. 47430-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Thomas G. Dorough* 
expires November 30,2006 (affects Parcel No. 2283). 

Mineral Lease No. 47431-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Thomas G. Dorough* 
expires November 30,2006 (affects Parcel No. 2307,2308,2309). 

Mineral Lease No. 47481-oil, gas & hydrocarbon; issued to Kidd Family Partnership 
Ltd f expires January 31 1 2007 (affects Parcel No* 2225). 

N °n 476 ??r melalIiferOUS minerals > issued to 3R Minerals expires May 
31,2007 (afTects Parcel No. 2139). 3 

iSS “ d “ 3R Minm ' S ” pi ' CS ** 

! f " ou = “ 3 R M July 31. 

No ' 47823 “Sypsum; issued to Steven Dee Jensen; expires November 31 
2007 (affects Parcel No. 2275). 

2M7™ ^7^™ i ““ d “ S,ev “ ^fa«en ie xpir« De^btrJl, 

PaTdNo'So^W) 1 ?3: ' SSUed t0 AndfeW 1 LitUc; * Xpires April 30 ’ 2009 (affects 
Parce"No C ™09r° 20176 ’ isSUed t0 Calvin Johnson ; expires April 30,2009 (affects 
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Grazing Permit No. 20203; issued to Jack Chynoweth; expires April 30,2009 (affects 
Parcel No. 2240). 

Grazing Permit No. 20205; issued to David Robinson; expires April 30, 2009 (affects 
Parcel No. 2300). 

Grazing Permit No. 20258; issued to Robert Liston; expires April 30, 2009 (affects 
Parcel No. 2117,2141). r ' 

prazmg Permit No. 20260; * ssued to D - Stephen Sorensen; expires April 30, 2009 
(afTects Parcel No. 2147,2148,2173). 

GrazmgPermit No. 20299; issued to Sherrell Ott; expires April 30,2009 (affects Parcel 
No. 2231, 2241, 2242). 

Grazing Permit No. 20301; issued to LeFerve Ranch et al; expires April 30, 2009 

(affects Parcel No. 2251, 2266 ). / 

Grazmg Permit No. 20343; issued to Floyd R. Richards; expires April 30,2009 (affects 
rarcei no* 2229), 

^^c^I^«l No°2323^2324). e ^ * & St>nS; CXpireS ApriI 3 °’ 2010 

2nrel , No B ^00 N ?i JJ) 526 ’ ' SSUed l ° ° b ' e Shakespearc; ex P ires April 30,2010 (afTects 

P^ 2 ' 11 ® No. 20534; issued to Mark J. Brinkerhoff; expires April 30, 2010 

(affects Parcel No. 2272). 

Grazing Permit No. 20682; issued to Jeffry Johnson; expires April 30, 2011 (affects 
Parcel No. 2274). 

Grazing Permit No. 20823; issued to Tyson Brinkerhoff and Walter BrinkerhofT; expires 
April 30,2011 (afTects Parcel Nos. 2234,2259). V 

Grazmg Permit No 2!021; issued to Dean Wintch; expires April 30, 2002 (affects 
Parcel No. 2122,2123). 

Grazing Permit No. 21088; issued to Calvin C. Johnson; expires April 30,2003 (affects 
Parcel No. 2262,2268). ' 

SS^ItolNo^Ml) 121 iSSUCd t0 WiIHam Frank AUCm; eXP ' rCS Aprfl 30, 2003 
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87. Grazing Permit No. 21218; issued to Dean Wintch; expires April 30, 2003 (affects 
Parcel No. 2149, 2150,2152,2157,2158,2159). 

88. Grazing Permit No. 21229; issued to Kenneth Goulding; expires April 30,2003 (affects 
Parcel No. 2238, 2256,2258). 

89. Grazing Permit No. 21342; issued to R. Dettamanti; expires April 30, 2004 (affects 
Parcel No. 2184,2187,2201,2203,2204,2205,2206). 

90. Grazing Permit No. 21395; issued to Leon R. Brinkerhoff; expires April 30, 2004 

(affects Parcel No. 2202). K 

91. Grazing Permit No. 21443; issued to Calvin C. Johnson; expires April 30,2015 (affects 

Parcel No. 2267,2281,2284,2285,2286,2287). 1 

92. Grazing Permit No. 21469; issued to Jack Chynoweth; expires April 30,2015 (affects 
Parcel No. 2226). 

93. Grazing Permit No. 21531; issued to Jack Chynoweth; expires April 30,2015 (affects 
Parcel No. 2279,2301). 

94 ParcdNo 6 ^^) 10 2,638; issued t0 Wa y nc Robinson; expires April 30,2016 (affects 

95. Grazing Permit No. 21656; issued to Button Cattle Co.; expires April 30,2016 (affects 

Parcel No. 2316). v 

96. Grazing Permit No. 21660; issued to Norris Brown & Sons; expires April 30 2016 

(affects Parcel No. 2273). ' 

97. Grazing Permit No. 21733; issued to Jack Chynoweth; expires April 30,2016 (affects 

Parcel No. 2250). ' 

98. Grazing Permit No. 21734; issued to Edgar Dunham; expires April 30,2016 (affects 
Parcel No. 2230.2243). 

Grazing Permit No. 21744; issued to D. Stephen Sorensen; expires April 30, 2016 
(afTects Parcel No. 2142,2146). 

100. GrazingPermit No. 22035; issued to James D. Ott; expires April 30,2065(affects Parcel 

101. Grazing Permit No. 22039; issued to Otis Northcott; expires April 30, 2002 (affects 

Parcel Nos. 2332.2337). v 
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103. 

104. 

105. 

106. 

107. 

10S. 

109. 

110 . 

111 . 

112 . 

113. 

114. 

115. 

116. 


Grazing Permit No. 22042; issued to Calvin C. Johnson; expires April 30.2002 (affects 
Parcel No. 2261,2263,2282,2311,2327,2328,2330). 

Grazing Permit No. 22043; issued to Norris Brown & Sons; expires April 30, 2015 
(affects Parcel No. 2286,2291, 2315,2318,2331,2333). 

Grazing Permit No. 22221; issued to Wayne G. Phillips; expires April 30,2002 (affects 
Parcel No. 2111,2113,2114, 2115, 2116,2118,2120). 1 

Grazing Permit No. 22221 -A; issued to Lower Cattle Allotment; expires April 30 2002 

(affects Parcel No. 2111,2113,2114,2115,2116,2118,2120). 

Grazing Permit No. 2222i-G; issued to Wayne G. Phillips; expires April 30, 2002 
(affects Parcel No. 2110,2111,2113,2114,2115,2116,2118,2119,2120). 

Crazing Permit No. 22224; issued to Claire Ramsay; expires April 30, 2008 (affects 
Parcel No. 2101). 

Grazing Permit No. 22232; issued to ML Robinson; expires April 30, 2008 (affects 
Parcel No. 2289). 

Grazing Permit No. 22234; issued to Anna M. Bunting Trust; expires April 30, 2008 
(affects Parcel No. 2321). F 

Grazing Permit No. 22286; issued to Kenneth Goulding; expires April 30,2008 (affects 
Parcel No. 2227). ' 

Grazing Permit No. 22297; issued to David Robinson; expires April 30,2008 (affects 
Parcel No. 2292). 

Grazing Permit No. 22307; issued to Paul Partridge; expires April 30, 2008 (affects 
Parcel No. 2177). 

Grazing Permit No. 22325; issued to Jack Chynoweth ;expires April 30,2008 (affects 
Parcel No. 2200). 

Grazing Permit No. 22329; issued to Jeffry Johnson; expires April 30, 2008 (affects 
Parcel No. 2297). 

Grazing Permit No. 22353; issued to Norris Brown & Sons; expires April 30 2008 
(affects Parcel No. 2288). F 

^rN^OS^WMM 18 ^) 0 Ca,Vi " J ° hnSOn; ex P ircs A P ril 3 °. 2008 (affects 
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120 . 

121 . 

122 . 

123. 

124. 

125. 

126. 

127. 

128. 

129. 

130. 


Grazing Permit No. 22378; issued to Sylvan W. Johnson; expires April 30,2008 (affects 
Parcel No. 2319), 

Grazing Permit No. 22395; issued to Trailhead Holding Trust; expires April 30,2008 
(affects Parcel No. 2151, 2200 ). 

Grazing Permit No. 22534; issued to Robert Langston; expires April 30,2009 (affects 
Parcel Nos. 2098,2099,2102,2103,2104,2105,2108,2133,2134,2135,2136 2137 

l\ll: l\ll iioi? 60 ' 2I62,2I63,2164,2165,2166:216?: 2,68:2 ‘ 7 ^ 8 *: 2i9 ° : 

Grazing Permit No. 22617; issued to Bryce Canyon Pro Trust; expires April 30,2011 
(affects Parcel No. 2239,2244,2258,2264). 

Parce^No 99)^' ' SSUed t0 Edgar Dunham; expires April 30, 2002 (affects 

Grazing Permit No. 22837; issued to Jeffry Johnson; expires April 30,2006 (affects 
Parcel No. 2283). 

Grazing Permu No. 22838; issued to Brent Johnson; expires April 30, 2006 (affects 
Parcel No. 2310. 2325). v 

Grazing Permit No. 22935; issued to Deer Springs Ranch; expires April 30, 2009 
(afTects Parcel No. 2269,2270). 

Grazing Permit No. 22955; issued to D. Stephen Sorensen; expires April 30, 2009 
(affects Parcel No. 2144,2145). 

Grazing Permit No. 22987; issued to Shawn Bullock; expires April 30,2009 (affects 

Parcel No. 2143.2170, 2172,2195,2196,2303, 2305). 1 

Grazing Permit No. 23006; issued to D. Stephen Sorensen; expires April 30 2011 
(affects Parcel No. 2106). 

Grazing Permit No. 23056; issued to Moyle Johnson; expires April 30,2008 (affects 
Parcel No. 2233,2235). 


Range Improvement No. 7-Stock watering well; issued to Robert Liston (affects Parcel 
No. 2141). 


Easement No. 32 - For 138 KV Transmission line in approved 1-1-90; issued to Garkane 
Power Assoc, (affects Parcel Nos. 2309,2326). 




orsi- nl 


DOI-2019-06 00929 



FOIAOOI :01711196 



Exchange Patent No. 19232 
Page 41 


131. 


132. 


133. 


134. 


135. 


136. 


137. 


138. 


139. 


140. 


141. 


142. 


143. 


144. 


145. 


Easement No. 253 - for 138KV powerline; Garkane Power Assoc.; application date of 
November 26, 1993; pending (affects Parcel Nos. 2188,2203). 

Easement No. 254 - Warm Creek Road realignment; Kane County; application date of 
November 26, 1993; pending (affects Parcel No. 2188). 

Easement No. 313 - For Pipeline approved 2-15-95, issued to BLM - Kanab Office 
(affects Parcel No. 2306). 

Right of Way No. 166-Building Side Camp; issued to Department of Interior Division 
of Grazing; approved November 20, 1940; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2321). 

Right of Way No. 238 - Livestock Watering; issued to BLM Cedar City District Office- 
approved April 4, 1946; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2312). 

Right of Way No. 261-Stock Driveway; issued to BLM Cedar City District Office 
approved April 12, 1947; perpetual term (affects Parcel Nos. 2202, 2277). 

Right of Way No. 500-Road; issued to Utah State Road Commission; approved 
February 1, 1957; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2322). 

Right of Way No. 549—Road,, issued to Utah State Road Commission; approved 
November 5, 1957; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2304). 

Right of Way No. 550-Road; issued to State Road Commission; approved January 1 
1957; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2307). y ’ 

Right of Way No 629-Electric Power line; issued to Garkane Power Assoc.; Approved 
May 11, 1959; perpetual term (affects Parcel Nos. 2304,2322). 

Right of Way No. 668-Electric Transmission line; issued to UP & L Cadastral Ene- 
approved December 14. 1962; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2278). 

Right of Way No. 741 -Fence; issued to BLM Cedar City District Office; approved June 
26,1961; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2187). 

Way N °‘ 792 ~ Fcncc; issucd t0 BL M Cedar City District Office; approved July 
20, 1962; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2145). 

Right of Way No. 812-Electric Transmission line; issued to UP & L Cadastral Eng- 
2302) VCd DeCCmber l4, ,962; P cr P etua l term (affects Parcel No. 2228, 2240, 2278* 

Right of Way No. 990-Fence; issued to BLM Cedar City District Office; approved 
August 23, 1965; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2283). 
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146. Right of Way No. 1057-Pipeline, Valves & Boxes; issued to BLM Cedar City District 
Office; approved August 8,1966; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2333). 

147. Right of Way No. 1063-Roadway; issued to Pan American Petroleum Co.; approved 
September 19,1966; perpetual term (affects Parcel Nos. 2261,2268,2284,2285). 

148. Right Way No. 1096-K.V. Transmission line; issued to Garkane Power Assoc.; 
approved May 15,1967; perpetual term (affects Parcel Nos. 2325,2326). 

149. Right of Way No. 1316-Power Transmission line; issued to Department of Water & 
-gCrty of Los Angeles; approved August 16,1972; perpetual term (affects Parcel 

150. Right of Way No. 1352-fence line; issued to BLM Cedar City District Office- 
Approved May 3,1972; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2200). 

151. Right of Way No. 1358-Soil and Geologic investigation; issued to BLM Cedar City 
District Office; approved August 6, 1973; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2204). 

152. Right of Way No 1544-D- Drainage; issued to Utah Dept of Transportation approved 
September 6, 1977; quitclaim deed issued; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2304). 

153. Right of Way No. 2265-1K Water Pipeline; issued to BLM Cedar City District Office- 
approved November 9,1981; perpetual term (affects Parcel No. 2187). 

154. Right ofWay No. 3241-Road; issued to Kane County; approved Jan. 1,1989; 30-year 

term (affects Parcel No. 2229). * 

Subject to any valid, existing easement or right ofway of any kind and any right, interest, 
reservation or exception appearing of record, and subject also to all rights ofway for ditches, tunnell 

Sates5^52 ESS" l ” ,e b ” n 0r m ‘ y conMn,clKl b >' «f '** United 

t . i F r sub J ect t0 applicable provisions of that certain Agreement to Exchange Utah School 

bTthiti^h cTT * * S i t3te ^° f n and thC UnUed States 0f America * dated Ma y 1998, as ratified 
bj the Utah Schools and Lands Exchange Act of 1998, Pub. L. 105-335 (1998)., including, without 

Use landRigiusof'Way) ^ Va! ' d Ex,sl,nB Rights >’ Section 7 (Grazing Permits), and Section 9 (Surface 

he. ™ F °?, A f2 D c IN C °N si DERATION of the receipt of those certain federal lands and assets to 
Act of7w Pub.'“ lISSsS 998?' Ur " lcd Su,cs <° the Utah School and Lands Exchange 
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affixed™ DonJ I1 ^P N ?«h ,H f hBV * C u. USed ** ***■* ofthe State of Utah to be hereunto 

affixed. Done at Salt Lake City, this _ alevpni-h _ day of 

Z — j — Z — , - — in the year of our Lord, one thousand nine 

nm !?‘ e ' ght> of . the '"dependence ofthe United States of America the two hundred and 
twenty-third, and in the one hundred and third year ofthe State of Utah. 


By the Governor: 



lene S. Walker 
Lieutenant Governor 


/ A-*— 


David T. Terry, Director 
School and Institutional 
Trust Lands Administration 


Recorded Patent Book 39 Page 22 

Exchange No. 205 

Fund: School. Utah State Hospital 


APPROVED AS TO FORM 
Jan Graham 
Mtorpey General ^ 







tos 


olSi- ns 


DOI-2019-06 0093 


FOIAOOI :01711196 


WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO: 




QUITCLAIM DEED - WATER RIGHTS 
Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument 




i water rights described as follows (the 

“Water Rights”). 

Water Right 

Type 

Parcel No. 

97-420 

DIL 

2007 

97-381 

DIL 

2007 

97-474 

DIL 

2004 

97-642 

DIL 

2011 

97-1112 

DIL 

2011 

97-1374 

DIL 

2012 

97-1050 

DIL 

2013 

97-1051 

DIL 

2016 

97-787 

DIL 

2017 

97-777 

DIL 

2018 

97-1052 

DIL 

2019 

97-789 

DIL 

2021 

97-790 

DIL 

2021 

97-1045 

DIL 

2021 

97-1105 

DIL 

2022 

97-1054 

DIL 

2024 

97-1046 

DIL 

2025 

97-1056 

DIL 

2027 

97-1375 

DIL 

2032 

97-1376 

DIL 

2032 

97-1080 

DIL 

2036 

97-1081 

DIL 

2036 

97-1053 

DIL 

2038 

97-1082 

DIL 

2039 

97-1083 

DIL 

2039 

97-1085 

DIL 

2041 

97-MIO 

DIL 

2041 

97-1055 

DIL 

2042 

97-1084 

DIL 

2043 

97-1088 

DIL 

2043 

97-1087 

DIL 

2044 

97-1089 

DIL 

2045 

97-1092 

DIL 

2047 

97-1090 

DIL 

2048 

97-1091 

DIL 

2048 

97-1093 

DIL 

2049 

97-1382 

DIL 

2053 

97-1381 

DIL 

2054 

97-1386 

DIL 

2055 

97-1387 

DIL 

2055 

97-1388 

DIL 

2056 

97-1410 

DIL 

2056 

97-1404 

DIL 

2057 

97-1385 

DIL 

2060 


Legal Description 
Sec. 36, T33S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T33S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T33S, R7E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T34S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T34S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T34S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T34S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T34S, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T34S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T34S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T34S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T34S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T34S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T34S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T34S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T34S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T34S, R7E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T34S, R7E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T35S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T35S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T35S, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T35S, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T35S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T35S.R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T35S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T35S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T35S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T35S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T35S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T35S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T35S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T35S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T35S, R7E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T35S, R7E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T35S, R7E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T35S, R7E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T36S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T36S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T36S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T36S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T36S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T36S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T36S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T36S, R4E, SLB&M 
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Water Right 

Type 

Parcel No. 

97-1389 

DIL 

2068 

97-1058 

» DIL 

2069 

97-950 

DIL 

2073 

97-951 

DIL 

2073 

97-952 

DIL 

2073 

97-1416 

DIL 

2076 

97-1390 

DIL 

2077 

97-1391 

DIL 

2078 

97-1392 

DIL 

2078 

97-1393 

DIL 

2082 

97-1395 

DIL 

2086 

97-1411 

DIL 

2090 

89-962 

DIL 

2094 

89-1105 

DIL 

2094 

89-961 

DIL 

2095 

89-976 

DIL 

2096 

89-977 

DIL 

2097 

89-963 

DIL 

2099 

89-978 

DIL 

2100 

89-979 

DIL 

2101 

97-1397 

DIL 

2102 

89-981 

DIL 

2104 

97-1398 

DIL 

2106 

97-1448 

DIL 

2110 

89-984 

DIL 

2112 

97-1446 

DIL 

2115 

97-1447 

DIL 

2115 

97-1399 

DIL 

2119 

89-992 

DIL 

2122 

89-993 

DIL 

2124 

89-980 

DIL 

2125 

89-995 

DIL 

2126 

89-994 

DIL 

2127 

89-992 

DIL 

2129 

89-996 

wuc 

2130 

89-997 

DIL 

2131 

89-998 

DIL 

2131 

89-993 

DIL 

2133 

89-999 

DIL 

2134 

89-1000 

DIL 

2135 

89-995 

DIL 

2137 

89-1001 

DIL 

2138 

89-1055 

DIL 

2140 

89-1002 

wuc 

2143 

89-1007 

WUC 

2149 

89-1008 

DIL 

2154 

89-1009 

DIL 

2157 

89-1021 

DIL 

2159 

89-1011 

DIL 

2161 

89-1010 

DIL 

2162 

89-1023 

DIL 

2164 

89-1024 

DIL 

2168 


Legal Description 
Sec. 36, T36S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T36S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T37S, R1E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T37S, R1E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T37S.R1E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T37S.R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T37S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T37S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T37S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T37S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T37S, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T37S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T38S, R1E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T38S, R1E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T38S, RIE, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T38S, RIE, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T38S, RIE, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T38S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T38S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T38S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T38S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T38S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T38S, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T38S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T28S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T38S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T38S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T38S, R7E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T39S, RIE, SLB&M 
Sec. 36,T39S, RIE, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T39S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T39S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32.T39S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T39S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T39S.R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T39S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T39S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T39S, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T39S, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T39S, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T39S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T39S.R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T39S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T39S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T40S, RIE, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T40S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T40S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T40S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T40S, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T40S, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T40S, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T40S, R5E, SLB&M 
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Water Right 

Type 

Parcel No. 

89-1012 

DIL 

2170 

89-1026 

•. DIL 

2175 

89-1027 

DIL 

2175 

89-1028 

DIL 

2175 

89-1019 

DIL 

2177 

89-1020 

DIL 

2181 

89-1033 

DIL 

2183 

89-1034 

DIL 

2184 

89-1036 

DIL 

2187 

89-1165 

DIL 

2187 

89-1035 

DIL 

2188 

89-1022 

DIL 

2189 

89-1025 

DIL 

2193 

89-1038 

DIL 

2196 

89-1039 

DIL 

2200 

89-1040 

DIL 

2200 

89-1041 

DIL 

2200 

89-1042 

DIL 

2201 

89-1044 

DIL 

2201 

89-1043 

DIL 

2202 

89-930 

DIL 

2210 

89-931 

DIL 

2211 

89-932 

DIL 

2211 

89-928 

DIL 

2213 

89-929 

DIL 

2213 

89-933 

DIL 

2214 

89-934 

DIL 

2214 

89-946 

DIL 

2215 

89-947 

DIL 

2216 

89-948 

DIL 

2216 

89-949 

DIL 

2217 

89-926 

DIL 

2218 

89-927 

DIL 

2218 

89-940 

DIL 

2220 

89-937 

DIL 

2221 

89-938 

DIL 

vn | 

89-939 

DIL 

2221 

89-959 

DIL 

2225 

89-960 

DIL 

2225 

89-958 

DIL 

2226 

89-974 

DIL 

2227 

89-975 

DIL 

2227 

89-957 

DIL 

2229 

89-968 

DIL 

2230 

89-969 

DIL 

2230 

89-972 

DIL 

2231 

89-973 

DIL 

2231 

89-956 

DIL 

2233 

89-965 

DIL 

2234 

89-967 

DIL 

2234 

89-966 

DIL 

2235 

89-990 

DIL 

2239 


Legal Description 
Sec 16, T40S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T40S, R7E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T40S, R7E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T40S, R7E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T41S, R1E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T41S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T41S.R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T41S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T41S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T41S, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T4IS, R3E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T4IS, R4E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T41S, R5E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T41S, R6E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T42S, R1E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T42S, R1E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T42S, R1E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T42S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T42S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 16.T42S, R2E, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T36S, R1W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T36S, R1W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T36S, R1W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T36S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T36S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T37S, R1W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T37S, RIW, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T37S, Rl W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T37S, Rl W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T37S, Rl W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T37S, Rl W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T37S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T37S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T37S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T37S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T37S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T37S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T38S, R1W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T38S, Rl W, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T38S.R1W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T38S, Rl W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T38S, Rl W, SLB&M 
Sec. 16.T38S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T38S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T38S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T38S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T38S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T38S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T38S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T38S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T38S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T39S, Rl W, SLB&M 
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Water Right 

Type 

Parcel No. 

89-991 

DIL 

2240 

89-970 

i DIL 

2241 

89-971 

DIL 

2241 

89-989 

DIL 

2242 

89-988 

DIL 

2243 

89-987 

DIL 

2249 

89-964 

DIL 

2251 

89-1006 

DIL 

2257 

89-1017 

DIL 

2258 

89-1018 

WUC 

2259 

89-1004 

DIL 

2266 

89-1005 

DIL 

2266 

89-1014 

DIL 

2268 

89-1015 

DIL 

2268 

89-1111 

DIL 

2270 

89-1003 

DIL 

2270 

89-1013 

DIL 

2273 

89-1016 

DIL 

2280 

89-1032 

DIL 

2282 

89-1031 

DIL 

2285 

89-1142 

DIL 

2286 

89-1030 

DIL ' 

2287 

89-1029 

DIL 

2291 

89-605 

DIL 

2292 

85-583 

DIL 

2297 

89-769 

DIL 

2303 

89-1048 

DIL 

2310 


89-1046 

DIL 

2314 


89-1045 

DIL 

2318 


85-587 

DIL 

2321 


89-1047 

DIL 

2326 


89-590 

DIL 

2333 


89-1199 

DIL 

2337 


This quitclaim 

deed is intended to transfer the ent 

re 


Legal Description 
Sec. 36, T39S, R1W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T39S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T39S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T39S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T39S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T30S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T39S, R4W, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T40S, R1W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T40S, R1W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T40S, R1W, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T40S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T40S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T40S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T40S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T40S, R4W, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T40S, R4W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T40S, R4W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T41S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T41S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T41S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 32, T41S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T41S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T41S.R4W, SLB&M 
Sec. 16, T41S, R4.5W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T41S, R5W, SLB&M 
Sec. 28, T42S, R1W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T42S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T42S, R3W, SLB&M 
Sec. 36, T42S, R4W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T42S, R5W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T43S, R2W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T43S, R4W, SLB&M 
Sec. 2, T44S, R3W, SLB&M 


-- uuu inivitiL ui me uramor m at 

being conveyed by Grantor to Grantee 
h Schools and Land Exchange Act of 1998, 


—aic appunenam 10 Janas 
concurrently with this Quitclaim Deed pursuant to the Uta 
Pub. L. No. 105-335, 112 Stat. 3139. 

he hnlHc 1 ^! und « si g ned .hereby acknowledges and affirms to the below-named notary public that* (1) 
he holds the position or title set forth below; (2) he executed the foregoing documenton behalf of tlw 

die P u°rJos« steteTh P e%fn n °' : *** 0) ^ f ° re8 ° ing docmitnt was the act the State of Utah for 


Dated this 4th day of January, 1999. 


STjATE OF UTAH, School & Institutional 
Trust Lands Administration (“Grantor”) 

By: -L-X--1 

Director / ~ 
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STATE OF UTAH 
COUNTY OF SALT LAKE 


) 

:ss. 

) 


r t.» "Tf f ° regoing iMjniment was acknowledged before me this 4th day of January 1999 hv DaviH 
D,rec " r<,f,he ***&-£ by Dav “ 1 




KEVIN S. CARTER 

inil901i.»H*liilUltCi|r.llT 14112 
CwnttiM bare* t«rt i|. m 
STATE OF UTAH 


My commission expires: 


VcM^ 


l<tcn_ 


Notary Public, residing at: 

SLC, 
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ASSIGNMENT OF WATER RIGHT 
Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument 

Effective this 4th day of January, 1999 (the “Effective Date”), THE STATE OF UTAH, acting 
by and through the School and Institutional Trust Lands Administration, 675 East 500 South Suite 500 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 (“Assignor”), for good and valuable consideration, receipt of which is * 
hereby acknowledged, hereby assigns and transfers to THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

(“Assignee”), all of Assignor’s right, title and interest in and to those certain water rights described as 
follows (the “Water Rights”). 


Water Right Type Parcel No. Legal Description 

97-1500 APPL 2108 Sec. 32, T38S, R4E, SLB&M 

This assignment is intended to transfer the entire right, title and interest of the Assignor in and to 
the Water Rights, which rights are appurtenant to lands being conveyed by Assignor to Assignee 
concurrently with this Assignment pursuant to the Utah Schools and Land Exchange Act of 1998. Pub 
L. No. 105-335, 112 Stat 3139. 


The undersigned hereby acknowledge and affirm to the below-named notaries public that: (1) 
they hold the positions or titles set forth below; (2) they executed the foregoing document on behalf of 
the above-named entity by proper authority; and (3) the foregoing document was the act of such entity 
for the purposes stated herein. 

Dated as of the date first set forth above. 


STATE OF UTAH, School & Institutional 
Trust Lands Administration (“Assignor”) 



Director f 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Department 
of Interior, Bureau of Land Management 
(“Assignee”) 
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Assignment of Water Rights 

Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument 

Page Two 


ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 


STATE OF UTAH ) 

COUNTY OF SALT LAKE j SS ‘ 

_ Th® foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 4 th day of January, 1999, by David 
T. Terry, the Director of the State of Utah, School & Institutional Trust Lands Administration 
(“Assignor”). 



*-r r- » 1 r*, _ „ 

Notary r»iUir 

UfANEM. WlfiMAfJ! 

^ t.^kn Cliy t i( „ iri' 
A - CiiiMinr; .i n ( .- . 

M :nt* r i 


-7 KV- t . 





STATE OF UTAH ) 

: ss. 

COUNTY OF SALT LAKE ) 


A /J/ ? «$ run 2f nt w »s wlmowledged before me thiiUfc^av of January, 1999, by 

<fr* A/ZJl, /L )jA££tz± of the United States of America, 

Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management (“Assignee”). 
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State of Utah ^ 

School and Institutional 
TRUST LANDS ADMINISTRATION 


Michael 0. Leavitt 
Governor 

David T. Terry 
Director 


675 East 500 South, Suite 500 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102-2818 
801-538-5100 
801-355-0922 (Fax) 


( 


January 4,1999 


Ms. Teny L. Catlin 

Chief, Branch of Lands and Minerals Operations 
Bureau of Land Management 
324 South State Street, Suite 301 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111. 


RE: 


Certificate of Non-Encumbrance - Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument 
lnholdings Exchange (Pub. L. 105-335 (1998)) 


Dear Ms. Catlin: 

evamin? 6 U< ?!l, SC, £ 01 T, d I “ st j tutionaI Trust Lands Administration has completed its status 
animation of the offered lands in the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument The 

examination indicated that title vested to the state of Utah as indicated in the preliminary title 
report, attached as Exhibit A. Except as set forth in Exhibit A, the lands have never been held in 
private ownership nor have they been made subject to state or local taxation. Encumbrances for 
each parcel have been identified and are also listed in Exhibit A. 

As witness my hand and official seal as of this 4 th day of January, 1999. 

Sincerely, 



David T. Terry 
Director 
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, Exchange No. 205 

(Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument) 


T I T L 


.CERTIFICATE 


I, DAVID T. TERRY, DIRECTOR OF THE SCHOOL AND INSTITUTIONAL tpttqt t awne 

^ M S S SP I0N ® ™> for the state of otaSTaS tS^ff?SaTctIiSS 

OF THE RECORDS OF THE TERRITORY AND THE STATE OF UTAH PERTAINING Tn tut? 
CARE AMD DISPOSAL OF STATE-OWNED LAND, DO HErSy' ™££y 

THE 0 STATE F OF ( i™i I m| R mT^ 1,CEPTICIH SHOW ™ AT SBI ' THER ™E TERRITORY NOR 
^ UTAH HAS SOLD, CONVEYED OR IN ANY MANNER TRANSFERRED TT=: 

^ ^ FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LANDS LOCATED IN GARFIELD KANE 

SAN JUAN, AND WAYNE COUNTIES, STATE OF UTAH: GARFIELD, KANE, 

See Exhibit A 

Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument 

CERTIFICATE- IS ISSUED AT THE REQUEST OF AND FOR THE SOTF pttbdgqf 

AND CONVENIENCE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA IN MEETING CERTAIN 
REGULATIONS FOR THE ACQUISITION OF LANDS. MEETING CERTAIN 

Sir^^Y^ R S*J y “?? 9 ?f RS ™ T0 SET MY HAND AND SEAL OF OFFICE ON 


DAVID T. TERRY,,DIRECTOR 
SCHOOL AND INSTITUTIONAL 
TRUST LANDS ADMINISTRATION 
STATE OF UTAH 
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HEARING ON H.R. 3830, A BILL TO PROVIDE 
FOR THE EXCHANGE OF CERTAIN LANDS 
WITHIN THE STATE OF UTAH 


TUESDAY, MAY 19, 1998 

House of Representatives, Subcommittee on Na¬ 
tional Parks and Public Lands, Committee on Re¬ 
sources, Washington, DC. 

The Subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:30 a.m., in room 
1334 Longworth House Office Building, Hon. James V. Hansen 
(chairman of the Subcommittee) presiding. 

STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES V. HANSEN, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF UTAH 

Mr. Hansen. The Committee will come to order. 

The Subcommittee convenes to consider H.R. 3830, a bill to pro¬ 
vide for the exchange of certain lands within the State of Utah. At 
the onset, I would like to welcome Governor Mike Leavitt of the 
State of Utah, and Secretary of the Interior, Bruce Babbitt and ap¬ 
preciate their willingness in joining us today. Moreover, I welcome 
our County Commissioners, Randy Johnson and Joe Judd as elec¬ 
tive representatives from affected counties. Last, we have a lot of 
folks from Utah here representing the school and Institutional 
Trust Land Administration, Education, and the Utah PTA. I wel¬ 
come all of you and appreciate you being with us. 

Over 20 years ago while serving in the Utah State legislature 
and as Speaker, I worked closely with then Governor Scott Mathe- 
son to solve the problems that disturbs school trust land in Utah 
and the best way to live up to the mandate of generating revenues 
for the school children of Utah. Governor Matneson came up with 
“Project Bold” wherein we would block-up the school trust lands in 
exchanges with the Federal Government. This seemed like a, some¬ 
what, radical idea at the time, but Governor Matheson actually had 
foresight that would help bring us here today. 

Finally, during the 103d Congress, we were able to pass Public 
Law 103-93 that was designed to exchange these lands out of 
Parks and National Forests. However, difficulties with placing the 
value on these isolated tracts became impossible. Then in Septem¬ 
ber 1996, President Clinton signed the proclamation that locked up 
the largest and cleanest supply of coal left in this Nation when he 
created the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument. Unfor¬ 
tunately, a large share of this coal, not to mention the oil and gas 
in the monument, belonged to the school children of Utah. Thus, 
the pressure was on this administration to live up to the promise 
made by the President as he stood on the South Rim of the Grand 

(l) 
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Canyon to ensure that the school children would not suffer from 
the creation of the monument. Therefore on May 8, Secretary Bab¬ 
bitt and Governor Leavitt signed an agreement to trade out all the 
school trust lands within National Parks, national forests, and the 
monument for BLM acres elsewhere in the State, for substantial 
coal interests and $50 million. I commend the Governor and the 
Secretary for finding a way to put all of the difficult issues in Utah 
aside, and finally find a solution to help the school children of 
Utah. 

I’ve introduced this legislation at the request of Governor Leavitt 
and this will be called Governor Leavitt’s Bill, not mine. And this 
expedited hearing is evidence of my intention to move this legisla¬ 
tion as quickly as possible. I understand the difficulties of reaching 
this agreement, and I hope to move this bill through this unpre¬ 
dictable process, and, hopefully, we can send a bill to the President 
before the end of this Congress. It will take all involved to work 
toward this end. 

I look forward to working with the Governor and the Secretary 
on this landmark agreement. I look forward to the testimony and 
discussion today ana I welcome our two witnesses. And Governor 
Leavitt, it’s always a pleasure to have you with us. Secretary Bab¬ 
bitt, it’s always a pleasure to be with you, sir. 

Now, Governor Leavitt, we’ll turn to you and whatever time you 
have for your opening statement. 

STATEMENT OF HON. MICHEAL O. LEAVITT, GOVERNOR, 

STATE OF UTAH 

Governor Leavitt. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have submitted 
for the record my formal statement and I’ll summarize that in the 
interest of time. 

Mr. Hansen. Without objection, all the statements today will be 
included in the record ana we hope the people somewhat reduce 
them. 

Governor Leavitt. Well, I’d like to thank you for this expedited 
hearing and recognize, Mr. Chairman, that the difficult and pro¬ 
tracted nature of this debate makes this kind of expedited process 
both necessary and prudent, and we want to thank you. I recognize 
the difficulty of it. I acknowledge the fact that it would require un¬ 
precedented action and I want to thank you, personally, for your 
willingness to make this effort with the other members of our Con¬ 
gressional Delegation. I’d like to also mention the Secretary and for 
the long negotiations that have occurred between us and our staff 
and acknowledge the fact that there have been many in this proc¬ 
ess, including Governor Matheson who you’ve spoken of, other Gov¬ 
ernors, and other members of our community and State. 

The problem is well-defined. Obviously, we have had since state¬ 
hood, literally, million of acres that have been deeded to our school 
trust lands for the benefit of our children. As many as 377,000 of 
them are locked up in areas that bring it conflict because they are 
under the jurisdiction of either the National Parks or some other 
Federal agency. This is a purpose of being able to exchange them 
or what we believe to be fair value. There will, obviously, be those 
that will dispute the values on both sides. If this has critics, they 
will be on two sides. One that thinks that the Federal Government 
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did not give us enough, and those who think the Federal Govern¬ 
ment gave us too much. The balance of those, obviously, creates a 
fair deal and this is, in fact, a fair deal. It represents benefits to 
the children of our State because they will, ultimately, be able to 
receive value in those lands that was designed for them. It will be 
a benefit to those who live in the areas, and counties because it 
will produce employment in areas where there have not been em¬ 
ployment before and it will produce a big win for the environment 
for protecting these lands in a very important way. 

As has been mentioned, this will provide as well for the efficient 
management of the lands having them in a checkerboard fashion. 
The way they are currently is not efficient and not a good steward¬ 
ship on the land. 

In conclusion, may I say, Mr. Chairman, that for 70 years and 
through the administration of 12 presidents and nine Governors, 
the Federal Government and the State of Utah have struggled with 
the management of these lands. It’s during this administration that 
177,000 more acres were locked up within a national monument. 
Seventy years and 377,000 acres is too long and too much. The leg¬ 
islation presents a rare opportunity to resolve this struggle. 

I’d liked to ask for your support in consummating this agree¬ 
ment. The agreement is a fair and equitable one. It helps reduce 
the tensions that have been longstanding over, literally, decades 
and generations between Utah and the Federal Government. It will 
provide the American people with priceless land assets that can be 
managed for national purposes, and it will enable a logical and effi¬ 
cient management of national parks, monuments, and recreation 
areas, and forests within Utah. This is the time to look forward. 
It’s a time to look across the table and agree on a fair and equi¬ 
table value of exchange that meets the scrutiny of the Department 
of the Interior and the State of Utah. It’s a very sound policy that 
benefits all Americans. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

[The prepared statement of Governor Leavitt follows:] 

Statement of Governor Michael O. Leavitt, State of Utah 

Good morning Mr. Chairman, thank you for allowing me the opportunity to speak 
to you today about the exchange of Utah School Trust Lands located within national 
parks, monuments, recreation areas and forests. This exchange is the single most 
significant land swap in Utah since the Utah Enabling Act was passed in 1894. Like 
our enabling legislation, the current agreement was consummated because it brings 
enormous benefits to the Federal Government and the State of Utah. I will frame 
my remarks in terms of these benefits, trying carefully to help you understand why 
this legislation is good state and Federal public policy. 

The Problem 

First you must understand the problem. Our enabling legislation granted sections 
2, 16, 32, and 36 of each 36-square-mile township to the state upon statehood. This 
means that there are thousands of 640 acre blocks of school trust lands distributed 
all around Utah. These lands were specifically granted to Utah for the support of 
the common schools. By law, these lands must be managed to generate revenue for 
Utah’s school children. While the measleslike pattern created one problem for state 
land managers, other Federal designations created another difficulty. 

Three and a half decades after Utah became a state, the Federal Government cre¬ 
ated Arches National Monument, which later became Arches National Park. The 
boundaries of the monument surrounded approximately 6000 acres of Utah’s school 
trust land. This created two competing management missions; the National Park 
Service is charged with preserving these lands, while Utah’s trust land managers 
are charged with maximizing their profit potential. Because these school trust lands 
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are scattered in a checkerboard pattern, neither the Federal Government nor state 
land managers could accomplish these missions effectively. The problem intensified 
with the creation of each new national park, national forest, Native American res¬ 
ervation, recreation area, and monument, finally resulting by 1990 in over 200,000 
acres of school trust land embedded in an isolated pattern throughout these Federal 
reserves. 

The result has been nearly 70 years of frustration, distrust, and inefficiencies. 
Millions of dollars have been spent on legal battles. The Utah Schools and Lands 
Improvement Act of 1993JPublic Law 103-93, was passed to help with this problem, 
but it too resulted in endless arguments over appraisals and tallied up large medi¬ 
ation, appraisal, research and legal costs. The acrimony and frustration reached a 
peak on September 18, 1996 when President Clinton set aside 1.7 million acres in 
southern Utah as the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument, locking up an 
additional 177,000 school trust land acres within a national monument. With a 
stroke of a pen the administration declared a national monument the size of Rhode 
Island, Delaware and Washington, DC. It should be of no surprise that lawsuits fol¬ 
lowed. 

As a consolation to the State of Utah, the President agreed that Utah’s school 
children should not suffer because of the creation of the new monument. He prom¬ 
ised to use the power of his office to accelerate the exchange process. I am happy 
to report to you today that the Department of Interior has wonted fairly, construc¬ 
tively, and responsibly with the State of Utah to make an exchange of these lands 
happen. With the signing on May 8, 1998 of the agreement to exchange school trust 
lands, we have made a major step towards keeping the President’s promise. Today 
I am asking you to support this agreement because it benefits both the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment and the State of Utah. Let me now outline the agreement and the benefits. 

The Agreement 

The entire exchange is of approximately equal value. The Federal Government re¬ 
ceives all state lands within Utah’s national parks, monuments and recreation 
areas. This tallies nearly 270,000 acres. The Federal Government also receives all 
state lands within the Navajo and Goshute Reservations (47,480 acres) and nearly 
all state lands within the national forests (70,000 acres). In total the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment receives nearly 377,000 surface acres and 66,000 acres of mineral-rights- 
only acreage. 

You should know that since these lands are within national parks, monuments r 
recreation areas, and forests they are similar to the adjacent lands; they are pre¬ 
cious lands that are deserving of special management considerations. Once ex¬ 
changed, these lands will be a tremendous asset to the American people. They will 
be able to be managed like the adjacent lands without a competing management ob¬ 
jective. The exchange also includes a provision for 47,000 acres of land with the 
Navajo and Goshute Indian Reservations to be managed in a contiguous block for 
tribal use. 

The State of Utah receives $50 million in cash previously set aside during the 
103d Congress foi the Utah Schools and Lands Improvement Act of 1993 (Public 
Law 103-93). Since this money has already been appropriated, H.R. 3830 is revenue 
neutral. The State of Utah also receives 160 million tons of coal, 185 billion cubic 
feet of coal bed methane resources, approximately 139,000 acres of land and min¬ 
erals, and $13 million to be generated from the sale of unleased coal. 

Utah’s school children will benefit tremendously from an endowment for future 
education and a diversified portfolio. 

The Benefits 

The State of Utah and Secretary of Interior entered into these negotiations with 
a desire to (1) consummate a fair and equitable exchange; (2) help resolve long¬ 
standing disputes; (3) protect the land and the environment where appropriate; ana, 
(4) improve the efficient management of the land. H.R. 3830 accomplishes all of 
these. 

The exchange is fair and equitable . The State of Utah and the Federal Govern¬ 
ment receive approximately equal value from the exchange. No single individual, 
corporation, or geographic area is unduly harmed or benefited. The agreement pro¬ 
tects existing stakeholders by making sure that local governments continue to re¬ 
ceive mineral lease revenues, payments in lieu of taxes (PILTS) the Federal budget 
has no fiscal impact, and the valid existing rights of permittees such as ranchers 
with grazing rights are protected. The primary benefactor is the public—both na¬ 
tionally and locally. 

The exchange helps resolve longstanding disputes . Utah’s school trust land man¬ 
agers have agreed to drop their current lawsuit over the creation of the Grand Stair- 
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case-Escalante National Monument if this legislation is passed. The Federal Gov¬ 
ernment and the State Trust Lands Administration will save millions of dollars in 
continuing legal battles if this exchange is consummated. And, President Clinton's 
promise to make sure that the school children of Utah are not hurt by the creation 
of a national monument will be fulfilled. 

The exchange protects the land and the environment where it is appropriate , This 
exchange assures the American public that over 257,000 acres of land that are now 
owned ov the people of Utah in some of America’s greatest treasures will be entirely 
managed for park and monument purposes. No longer will there be the threat of 
a development within a national park, monument, or recreation area that is not con¬ 
sistent with the larger areas management directive. Moreover, an additional 70,000 
acres of state lands within the national forests in Utah will now be managed the 
same as other national forest lands. The American public will be assured of access 
to and protection of these prime recreation and preservation lands. 

These aren’t just ordinary lands. Let me give you an example of some of the lands 
the American Public will receive in this exchange: 

• Eve of the Whale Arch within Arches National Park 

•The Perfect Ruin-An Ancient Anazasi ruin with artifacts including intact thou¬ 
sand year old com cobs within the Glen Canyon NRA 

• Several hundred foot red rock cliffs overlooking the Escalante River within the 
Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument 

• Jacob Hamblin Arch—within The Glen Canyon NRA 

• The Franklin Basin—a spectacular high mountain alpine area within the 
Wasatch-Cache National Forest 

•Ancient Native American rock art panels within Dinosaur National Monument 
•The unique geologic formations of the Waterpocket Fold within Capitol Reef 
National Park 

On the other hand, the lands transferred to the state were specifically chosen 
with a sensitivity to environmental concerns. State and Federal negotiators did not 
include lands that would be mined by surface mining techniques or that are areas 
of critical environmental concern, potential wilderness or habitat for endangered 
species. All of the lands exchanged to the state will still be fully subject to all envi¬ 
ronmental laws applicable to resource development. 

The exchange improves the efficient management of the lands. Consolida¬ 
tion of these lands for management purposes has been a longstanding goal for public 
land managers. The checkerboard pattern may have made sense in the 1800s when 
it was believed that virtually all Federal and state lands would eventually be sold 
to private interests providing revenues to support the common schools and a tax 
base for state and local government. 

The Federal Homesteading Act of 1864 and Desert Land Entry Act of 1877 were 
indicative of this thinking. But over the years Federal land policies have changed 
from disposition to retention, leaving the checkerboard pattern largely in place. As 
a result, a logical state and Federal management policy cannot exist. This exchange 

_consolidates these assets both nationally and locally, providing both entities with a 

more sensible management task. 

Conclusion 

For nearly 70 years and through the administrations of twelve presidents and 
nine governors, the Federal Government and the State of Utah have struggled with 
the management of these lands. It was during my administration that 177,000 more 
acres were locked within a national monument. Seventy years and 377,000 acres is 
too long and too much. This legislation presents a rare opportunity to resolve this 
struggle. I ask for your support in consummating this agreement. The agreement 
is fair and equitable; helps reduce tensions from longstanding disputes between 
Utah and the Federal Government; provides the American people with priceless 
land assets that can be managed for national purposes; and will enable logical and 
efficient management of national parks, monuments, recreation areas, and forests 
within Utah. Now is the time to look across the table and agree that a fair and 
equal value exchange that meets the scrutiny of the Department of Interior and the 
State of Utah is sound policy for all Americans. 

Mr. Hansen. Thank you, Governor. Mr. Secretary, it’s a honor to 
have you with us. Turn the time to you. 
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STATEMENT OF HON. BRUCE BABBITT, SECRETARY OF THE 

INTERIOR 

Secretary Babbitt. Mr. Chairman, I, on behalf of the Depart¬ 
ment and the administration, first, want to thank you for having 
this expedited hearing and for your leadership role in moving this 
agreement through tne legislative process. This agreement has 
been a long time In gestation, and I ao hope that we can—together 
take advantage of this moment and seal tnis agreement in Federal 
legislation. I don’t know whether the opportunity would ever come 
again in exactly this form, whether it would come in this genera¬ 
tion if at all. So, I’m most grateful for your efforts. 

Mr. Chairman, as you have already mentioned in your opening 
statement, this Land Exchange Agreement didn’t just occur. It has 
roots that extend way back to the efforts of Governor Matheson 
with Project Bold, to your own leadership in pushing Public Law 
103-93, providing a framework which actually made possible an 
exchange of this size and complexity. And, of course, President 
Clinton instructed me very directly at the time of the Monument 
Proclamation that he expected me, personally, to deliver on his 
promise that we would get these exchange issues resolved; that 
this administration recognized the obligation to the school children 
of Utah; and that in close cases we should resolve issues thought¬ 
fully with an eye toward the fact that the proceeds and the values 
of this exchange going to benefit the Utah school children of that 
State. 

I think I should say once again how important the leadership ef¬ 
forts of Governor Leavitt have been to this. It simply would not 
have happened without the Governor’s willingness to step forward, 
to take some risks. I remember well when he came to my office on 
a Sunday in February of the National Governor’s Conference. We 
sat and talked for, probably, an hour one-on-one, and he said to me 
then. He said there are—not often are there these moments when 
we can step forward and transcend the day-to-day issues and im¬ 
plement a larger vision. And I think he very accurately character¬ 
ized this as the Leavitt bill which in the spirit and impetus in lead¬ 
ership it most certainly is. __ 

Last, a word about the importance, once again, of moving this 
legislation. I know it’s late in the session. It’s late in a very short 
session, but this issue has been thoroughly addressed. It’s been ne¬ 
gotiated with extraordinary vigor on both sides, and I believe that 
the time to strike is now, and I would simply say, Mr. Chairman, 

I am here in support of Governor Leavitt, my many new friends in 
the State of Utah, and will do anything I possibly can to help, in¬ 
cluding if necessary, remaining silent starting right now. 

[Laughter.] 

Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Secretaiy Babbitt follows:] 

Statement of Hon. Bruce Babbitt, Secretary, U.S. Department of the 

Interior 

Good morning, Mr. Chairman, and thank you for this opportunity to appear before 
you today concerning H.R. 3830, the Utah Schools and Lands Exchange Act of 1998. 

It is my pleasure to join with Governor Mike Leavitt and the entire Utah delegation 
to testify on behalf of this recently negotiated, comprehensive land exchange agree¬ 
ment between the Interior Department and the State of Utah. 
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More than a decade ago, a great Utah governor had a vision of sweeping realign¬ 
ment of publicly owned land in Utah. Scow Matheson told anyone who would listen 
of benefits of this realignment for the State, its public schools, and for the 

United States as well. His vision, appropriately named Project BOLD, was ahead 
of its time. But it planted a seed that has today burst into flower. 

Less than two years ago. Governor Matheson's widow looked on as the President 
of the United States proclaimed the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monu¬ 
ment. She heard the President acknowledge that within the borders of the Monu¬ 
ment were 176,000 acres of State land, and heard his promise to work with the 
State to trade out those lands, to ensure that the school cnildren of Utah will bene¬ 
fit from, and not be burdened by, the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monu¬ 
ment, Less than two weeks ago, it was my pleasure to stand with Norma Matheson 
and Mike Leavitt to celebrate the fulfillment of President Clinton’s promise and the 
realization of Scott Matheson’s dream. Many have sought this elusive goal, Mr. 
Chairman, but it took this Governor to make it happen. 

After long controversy and stalemate, Governor Leavitt and I agreed that the two 
of us should work together to break the deadlock and find solutions to Utah’s 
inholdings problem. We agreed that both of us stood to gain by consolidating our 
lands for better management, and that both of us would be better off it we spent 
our time and money investing in the lands and the people instead of litigation and 
lawyers. We pledged to each other that in negotiating this deal, we would protect 
the environment, protect the taxpayers, and make the state school trust whole. 

I am pleased to appear before you today, Mr. Chairman, to report that we have 
met those goals. The President’s promise has been kept, and sooner than most 
would have expected. In fact, the Governor and I have gone well beyond that prom¬ 
ise to negotiate the resolution of the difficult state trust land issues beyond the bor¬ 
ders of the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument. 

Many have noted the historic dimensions associated with reaching this agree¬ 
ment. As Governor of Arizona, I helped engineer some big, mutually beneficial state- 
Federal land trades. But I’ve never done anything on this scale before. And as far 
as I know, no one else has either, at least in the lower 48 states. Passage and enact¬ 
ment of this legislation would mark the end of six decades of controversy over the 
issue of Utah’s trust land inholdings within national parks, forests, monuments, and 
reservations. 

If not historic, Mr. Chairman, I think it is at least notable that you and I, to¬ 
gether with Governor Leavitt and the rest of the Utah Congressional delegation, 
joined by trust land administrators and environmentalists, are all in agreement on 
the resolution of a m^jor public lands issue in your state. With this settlement, per¬ 
haps we have opened a positive new chapter in the Federal-state relationship con¬ 
cerning public land management in Utah. The scope and complexity of the negotia¬ 
tions ana the agreement itself were and are enormous. The fact that so many had 
tried for so long to no avail was a signal to both of us that the idea of going through 
the standard administrative channels, tract by tract, was going to be a prescription 
for further delay, litigation, and expense to both Federal and state taxpayers. 

As a result, Governor Leavitt and I agreed that all issues would be on the table, 
and that the two of us would commit to negotiating a single, comprehensive, non- 
segmentable agreement. We understood that while it would be possible to argue 
over the value of individual tracts, or whether one of us got a better deal on one 
small part of the exchange, it was critically important that both of us be able to 
agree at the conclusion of the negotiations that both parties were treated fairly and 
that we had in fact, to the satisfaction of both, arrived at an equal value exchange. 
The negotiations were spirited, and both sides fought hard for their interests. In my 
judgment, we succeeded. This is a fair deal, for both sides. 

I believe that the Governor will speak to the important benefits in this agreement 
for the state trust lands administration and the school children of Utah. I would 
like to take a few moments to address the other two components of our concern, the 
environment and the taxpayers. 

I have three observations to make concerning the very important environmental 
considerations and understandings that are part of this agreement. First, the Utah 
State school trust lands in this deal include properties within the National Park 
System, the National Forest System, and the Grand Staircase-Escalante National 
Monument. Because these are some of the most renowned lands in the United 
States, and because a mission of the state trust lands administration is to produce 
revenues for Utah’s public schools, we knew that an exchange of this kina would 
resolve many of the longstanding and inherent environmental conflicts occurring on 
these public lands. 

Second, the Federal assets we made available for exchange with the state were 
selected with a great sensitivity to environmental concerns and a belief and expecta- 
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tlon by both parties that the Federal assets conveyed to the state would be highly 
unlikely to trigger significant environmental controversy. We both agreed at the out¬ 
set of negotiations to avoid lands where we knew of any of the following existed or 
could be reasonably foreseen: significant wildlife resources, endangered species habi¬ 
tats, significant archeological resources, areas of critical environmental concern, coal 
requiring surface mining, wilderness study areas, significant recreational areas, sce¬ 
nic areas, or any other lands known to raise significant environmental concerns of 
any kind. 

And third, we agreed that where the state obtains mineral interests as part of 
this agreement ana the Federal Government retains the surface or other interest, 
any development that takes place will not conflict with established Federal land and 
environmental management objectives. We farther agreed that any such develop¬ 
ment will be fully subject to all of the environmental regulations applying to devel¬ 
opment of non-Federal minerals on Federal lands, 

Mr. Chairman, Governor Leavitt and I also agreed that the interest of the Amer¬ 
ican taxpayer must be protected, and I am pleased to report that we have done so. 
This agreement was negotiated with the goal of producing a budget-neutral docu¬ 
ment, so that we could assure all Members of Congress that the budgets we have 
all worked so hard to contain would not be affected. 

I repeat, when all of the lands, interests, and money in the deal are taken into 
account, we have negotiated an approximately equal value exchange. Except for the 
$50 million cash payment, already authorized and scored under Public Law 103-93, 
the remainder of the properties comprise an asset exchange of speculative, commer¬ 
cial, and conservation lands. Both sides fought hard for the interests of their con¬ 
stituencies, and considerable energy went into guaranteeing that neither side was 
taking advantage of the other, that each felt they received a fair and equal deal 
when negotiations had concluded. 

Governor Leavitt and I were not working in a vacuum. Through your personal 
leadership, and that of your predecessor, Mr. Vento, former Chairman Miller, and 
other members of this Committee working directly with the Utah delegation, the 
Governor and I already had the template to work from for dealing with the lands 
outside the Monument. This was Public Law 103-93, which had already identified 
many of the properties and the framework for carrying out such an exchange. Like 
Governor MathesonS Project BOLD, Public Law 103-93 helped chart the course that 
the two of us followed. 

I would like to similarly salute the School and Institutional Trust Lands Adminis¬ 
tration for developing the concept of a like-for-like exchange with the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment, which helped reframe the debate over the Monument lands. Members of 
this Committee encouraged SITLA in the formulation of its proposal, which was 
widely circulated around the Congress, the environmental community, and the State 
of Utah. The essential elements of this agreement are contained in proposals and 
legislation that has been drafted for years; there is little, if anything new in the 
agreement. 

Building on these ideas, the Governor and I were able to establish a connection 
of mutual trust and commitment to see this process through and conclude the long, 
difficult years of conflict and controversy in a way that protected the interests of 
both sides and will in fact benefit both parties. 

I want you to know, Mr. Chairman, that I will stand by this deal. However, I 
must also make it clear, as I have to the Governor already, that Administration sup¬ 
port is contingent on the passage of a clean bill, with no amendments, riders, or 
other objectionable legislation attached. While I believe this is a good deal for the 
environment, the taxpayers, and the school trust of Utah, I will have no hesitation 
about recommending a veto if any objectionable provisions are attached in this Con¬ 
gress. 

We negotiated to the limit of what we believe is acceptable, and any attempt to 
turn this vehicle into a Christmas tree for other legislation opposed by the Adminis¬ 
tration will result in killing this agreement. With that understanding, I stand ready 
to help however I can, Mr. Chairman. The Presidents promise to negotiate in good 
faith has been kept. It is now up to Congress to deliver the legislation without sub¬ 
stantive change to the Presidents desk. 

This concludes my prepared statement. I would be happy to answer any questions 
the Committee may have. 

Mr. Hansen. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. What a refreshing state¬ 
ment. 

[Laughter.] 
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We’re happy to have with us our colleague from the Second Dis¬ 
trict in Utah, Merrill Cook. Merrill, I’ll turn the time to you. Pull 
that mike v<'er. 

STATEMENT OF HON. MERRILL COOK, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF UTAH 

Mr. COOK. Well, thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I, too, 
want to commend you for your expedited hearing on this very im¬ 
portant agreementf=and I wish to add my voice to those of yours 
m complimenting Governor Leavitt and Secretary Babbitt on a very 
historic and, I tnink, very, very important agreement. I think this 
land swap is particularly a wonderful thing for the Utah school 
children, both the children of today and the children of tomorrow. 

It was a just a year ago a rather frustrated Utah delegation held 
a press conference here in Washington to publicly call on President 
Clinton to honor the promise he made to exchange school trust 
lands inside the Escalante Staircase Monument with lands of equal 
value. I joined in that press conference and I honestly believed it 
would take many years and much pressure before the exchange 
took place, but now we have a land swap that could over the life¬ 
time of the deal bring a billion dollars to Utah’s schools and school 
children. 

The impact of this land swap will be seen in our schools for dec¬ 
ades to come. Just with the $61 million in cash alone, we could im¬ 
mediately decrease our average class size by about two students. 
And Utah, as you know, has the—currently, the largest class size 
in the country. 

This land exchange talks a lot about leases, lands, and mineral 
rights, but it’s not really about those things. It’s about quality edu¬ 
cation. It’s about more teachers, smaller class size, more books in 
our library, more up-to-date computers. Ultimately, it’s about what¬ 
ever the people and the educators of Utah want it to be about. 
That’s the beauty of the money from the school trust lands. It’s our 
money for our children and we decide where to spend it, not face¬ 
less bureaucrats 2,000 miles away in Washington, T)C. 

President Clinton grabbed national headlines earlier this year 
with his proposal for a Nationwide Class Size Reduction Program. 
The program, unfortunately for-Utah, mostly favored northeastern 
cities and, ultimately, would have brought so little money to Utah 
that we couldn’t even reduce our class size by a half a child. The 
funding for the program did fall apart it looks like with the tobacco 
deal, but, inadvertently. President Clinton through this land swap. 
It’s helping to make a dramatic difference in the educational qual¬ 
ity of our State. This really is our children’s land. The money from 
this land blesses them in one of the most profound ways the gov¬ 
ernment can bless children through better education. 

In closing, I just want to state m the strongest terms possible my 
hearty support for this land exchange. 

Thank you very much. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Cook follows:] 

Statement of Hon. Merrill Cook, a Representative in Congress from the 

State of Utah , 

Mr. Chairman, thank you for this opportunity to say a few words about this his¬ 
toric land swap between the Federal Government and Utah. I think this land swap 
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is a particularly wonderful thing for Utah school children; both the children of today 
and the children of tomorrow. 

A year ago, a rather frustrated Utah delegation held a press conference here in 
Washington to publicly call on President Clinton to honor the promise he made to 
exchange school trust lands inside the Escalante Staircase Monument with lands of 
equal value. I joined in that press conference. I honestly believed it would take 
many years and more pressure before the exchange took place. 

But, now we have a land swap that could, over the lifetime of the deal, bring $1 
billion to Utah’s schools and school children. 

The impact of this land swap will be seen in our schools for decades to come. Just 
with the $61 million in cash, alone, we could immediately decrease our average class 
size by two students. Utah, as you know, cuirently has the largest class size in the 
country. 

This land exchange isn’t really about leases, land and mineral rights. This is 
about quality education. It’s about more teachers, smaller class size, more books in 
our libraries, more up-to-date computers. Ultimately, it’s about whatever the people 
and educators of Utah want it to be about. That’s the beau tv of the money from 
the school trust lands. It’s our money. For our children. Ana we decide where to 
spend it, not some faceless bureaucrats 2,000 miles away in Washington, DC. 

President Clinton grabbed national headlines earlier this year with his proposal 
for a nationwide class size reduction program. The program mostly favored 
northestern cities and ultimately would have brought so little money to Utah that 
we couldn’t even reduce our class size by half a child. 

The funding for the program collapsed with the tobacco deal. But, inadvertently, 
President Clinton, through this land swap, is helping to make a dramatic difference 
in the educational quality of our state. This really is our children’s land. The money 
from this land blesses them in one of the most profound ways a government can 
bless children: Through better education. 

In closing, I want to state in the strongest terms possible my hearty support for 
this land exchange. Thank you. 

Mr. Hansen. Thank you, Congressman Cook. 

Congressman Cannon, I guess, should be walking in and we’ll 
take him when he comes. 

Our good friend and Ranking Member from America Samoa, Mr. 
Faleomavaego, is here, a misplaced Utahn anyway. 

[Laughter.] 

So we will turn to you now for any statement you may have. 

STATEMENT OF HON. ENI FALEOMAVAEGA, A DELEGATE TO 
CONGRESS FROM AMERICAN SAMOA 

Mr. Faleomavaega. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you 
for calling this hearing for this very important occasion and cer¬ 
tainly want to welcome our good Secretary of the Interior, Sec¬ 
retary Babbitt, and Governor Leavitt. It’s always a pleasure to 
have you join our Subcommittee and our colleague, Merrill Cook. 

Mr. Chairman,-1 was very pleased to hear recently that Governor 
Leavitt and Secretary Babbitt signed an agreement on May 8th to 
provide for an exchange of lands between the State of Utah and the 
Federal Government. I know the lands involved have been a major 
source of contention for both parties. We have spent many hours 
in the Subcommittee dealing with issues associated with lands cov¬ 
ered by the agreement. If this agreement can put the land ex¬ 
change issue to rest in a fair and equitable manner, I’m certainly 
all for it. 

With the agreement only being publicly announced a little over 
a week ago, there has not been much time to study the agreement. 

I hope today’s hearing can fill in the details of the agreement and 
its impact. And I certainly want to commend Governor Leavitt and 
Secretary Babbitt for their outstanding work and leadership in 
bringing this legislation to the forefront. For far too long, this issue 
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has frustrated efficient land management, sapped the people’s en¬ 
ergy, and denied benefits to the Utah School Trust ana our coun¬ 
try. 

These two gentlemen, with the support of many others, recognize 
the current situation was doing nothing for the people or the re¬ 
sources. In paraphrasing former Governor Matheson, they have 
taken a bold step in resolving this long-festering issue. I certainly 
want to thank both gentlemen for their testimony this morning and 
I sincerely hope that we will definitely expedite this piece of legis¬ 
lation. 

Mr. Hansen. Does the gentleman have any questions at this 
time? 

Mr. Faleomavaega. Mr. Chairman, I do. Mr. Hinchey would like 
to be here, but because of his other commitments he has to attend, 
I would like to ask unanimous consent for his statement from the 
gentleman be made a part of the record. 

Mr. Hansen. Without objection, so ordered. 

Mr. Faleomavaega. Governor, if I may ask you—why have the 
questions of value been so difficult in the past and how are you and 
Secretary able to overcome these horrendous problems? 

Governor Leavitt. The question of what value land holds, obvi¬ 
ously, is a tricky one under any circumstance. We’ve been able to 
overcome it in this case because we’ve, basically, been able to trade 
land for land and resource for resource. The cash, obviously, has 
become part of the deal, but by going to land for land, mineral for 
mineral it’s made it easier. And I think the other thing is that we 
decided it’s time to agree, to come to a conclusion. There’s been lots 
of dynamics that have encompassed this process for the last sev¬ 
enty years. The time is now to resolve it and we’ve been able to 
meet what I think to be a very fair and equitable settlement. 

Mr. Hansen. One of the biggest problems we’ve ever had on this 
Committee the whole 18 years I’ve been on it is land values. It’s 
just so difficult to determine what values are, and I commend both 
you and the Secretary for doing this. How’s this been accepted by 
other elected officials in the State of Utah? 

Governor Leavitt. I think you will find today that the Associa¬ 
tion of Counties will speak for themselves, but they have passed 
resolutions in support of this. There has been a strong support by 
our school community and by those in our State legislature. There 
will be others who will be able to speak on that today, but I think 
you will find there is very strong support for this agreement 
throughout our State. < 

Mr. Hansen. How about your elected legislative leaders, your 
Speaker and your President of the Senate? How are they looking 
at this or have they made a determination of it yet? 

Governor Leavitt. The President of the Senate has spoken to me 
on his support. I’ve not had a chance to speak with the Speaker 
about it. I’ve seen him publicly indicating he’s anxious to have 
more details, but optimistic about the fact that it’s been resolved. 

Mr. Hansen. You know around here we’re very skeptical. We al¬ 
ways see a good deal start out and then we get blindsided some¬ 
where. I have great feelings for Steve Young as I watch him play 
football because he just has a great pass and he gets blindsided 
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and smeared. And when I was first here, I didn’t believe that hap¬ 
pened, but it happens on a regular basis as you’ve seen. 

Mr. Secretary where will the $50 million come from? Will OMB 
go along with this payment? 

Secretary Babbitt. Mr. Chairman, the answer is yes. The origins 
of the $50 million are, of course, in Public Law 103-93 where the 
legislation itself contemplated $50 million in a form of a royalty 
stream, and it was scored at that time. So, it is our judgment that 
this will be pay-go neutral, and I believe that with a little pushing 
and shoving, and tugging and hauling, that OMB will support this 
legislation and render that opinion. 

Mr. Hansen. I’m looking forward to the pushing and shoving 
part, Mr. Secretary, that I’m sure you’re very able at doing, as I’ve 
seen you in the past. 

Mr. Secretary, in all, this is a landmark piece of legislation, and 
we, of course, commend both you and the Governor for the excel¬ 
lent work that you’ve done, but there are other people in Utah that 
have done some awfully good work down in the San Rafael Swell 
area. I think that the county commissioners and many, many peo¬ 
ple for many years in that area have worked very diligently to 
come up with really an excellent piece of legislation which would 
again resolve another part of the puzzle that we have with prob¬ 
lems between the Federal and the State, and the State of Utah. 

In markup in that bill, we took out, in my mind, most of the ob¬ 
jectionable parts that the Department of Interior came up to testify 
on. Mr. Pat Shea came up and made some objections which I think 
we able to overcome. And then also Mr. Hinchey came up with four 
amendments, and other than the Utah water law, I think we re¬ 
solved all those. And I’m sure that they would not expect us to 
change Utah water law around. You know the problem we get in 
there wouldn’t be a lot bigger than anything we’re looking at here. 
So, I would really appreciate it if you’d give some thought to that 
bill. Another good step forward, another well-thought-out piece of 
legislation ana help us out if you could. 

And also within the monument, there’s the little towns of Tropic 
and Cannonville who have got some horrendous problems just on 
very minor things, 12 acres here, 13 acres there. That bill will be 
introduced, I hope by one of my colleagues, by the end of this week. 
If thej don’t get it introduced by the end of this week, I don’t think 
it’s got a chance, but time is running out fast on us. I would hope 
you would give some thought to looking at those two pieces of legis¬ 
lation and give it the same thoughtful consideration you’ve given 
this one. I’d be very appreciative if you would. 

Secretary Babbitt. Mr. Chairman, just briefly a couple of 
thoughts* 

We’re certainly prepared on this Escalante Boundary issues to 
get down and see if we can work those out. The administration at 
this point does not support the San Rafael legislation. If there’s one 
thing I’ve learned in this process, it is that if we keep talking, you 
know, there are ways to find common ground. 

The Governor and I have been talking, talking, talking for 6 
years about exchanges, about wilderness and I think that this 
product today is largely a result of our ability to communicate, and 
I’m certainly pledged to do that because I recognize from the Fed- 
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eral perspective the benefits that these agreements can bring. 
We’ve talked about the benefits to Utah. I would simply reiterate 
that we are clearing out with this deal in holdings in two national 
parks, Arches and Capital Reef, Dinosaur National Monument, 
Glen Canyon National Recreation Area, Flaming Gorge, a whole 
flock of national forests, Wasatch, Sawtooth, Ashley, Caribou, 
Uintah, Manti-La Sal, Fishlake, and Dixie. So, there are manifest 
benefits on both sides and I say that by way of underlining my will¬ 
ingness to continue working these issues. If we don’t succeed at 
first, that’s all the more reason to keep trying. 

Mr. Hansen. And I couldn’t agree more. I think that’s very im¬ 
portant. You may recall when the two of us were in the Oval Office 
a year or so ago, and the President signed the bill. It had over 110 
titles in it. Most of those, the administration opposed before this 
Committee, and we did work most of those out. 

Secretary Babbitt. Mr. Chairman, I would only add that my par¬ 
ticipation in this dialogue is contingent upon your leading me in 
Utah in search of the Bonneville cutthroat trout this summer. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. Hansen. Mr. Secretary, I was going to comment on that, and 
I was going to take you to a place where there’s so many Bonne¬ 
ville Cutthroat you would wonder why you even considered it en¬ 
dangered and I’m sure you would enjoy some very great times 
flyfishing up there. In fact, the fishing is so good that you have to 
stand behind a tree to tie on your fly. 

[Laughter.] 

Secretary Babbitt. I’m coming to see it. 

Mr. Hansen. I’m looking forward to taking you there. 

The gentleman from American Samoa. 

Mr. Faleomavaega. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

As a matter of observation, Secretary Babbitt and Governor 
Leavitt, how is it that after some 20 years that both of you gentle¬ 
men are able to resolve one of the most contentious issues that 
Utah has faced? Is it because you have some fraternal brotherhood 
of being former Governor and Governor Leavitt? 

Secretary Babbitt. Congressman, I don’t want to compromise his 
reputation by acknowledging such a relationship, but it’s true. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. Faleomavaega. Is there any particular area or provision of 
the bill, both Secretary Babbitt, Governor Leavitt, ana Congress¬ 
man Cook that you feel that we ought to look at it closely? Some 
objections from anybody on this Subcommittee that we ought to 
look into or do you feel very comfortable that the provisions of the 
bill are quite well in compliance with NEPA and other Federal 
acts? 

Governor Leavitt. Congressman, this bill was hard negotiated 
over several months. It became clear to both of us that the first and 
most important requirement to coming to an agreement was to 
agree that we were going to find a solution to push beyond the 
boundaries of what had been previously been an obsta.de. You will 
find here compromises on both sides. You will hear this bill, I sus¬ 
pect before it’s over and as the Congressman suggested, criticized 
from both sides. There will be those who say it was unfair on the 
part of the Federal Government and unfair on the part of local gov- 
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emment. That is the makings, I think, of a fair exchange. We have 
approached it on a land-for-land, mineral-for-mineral basis. For the 
most part, I think that was the key and I do believe that there has 
been the fact that we have worked over a period of time to estab¬ 
lish an atmosphere for decisionmaking that has been successful. 

Mr. Faleomavaega. Has the- 

Secretary Babbitt. Congressman, if I may? I would add only two 
things. I think there’s a danger here of beginning—of stepping into 
the bill to kind of pick at specific provisions and say that ‘X’ is not 
exactly equal to “Y,” because as the Governor explained the valu¬ 
ation approach in this really integrates upward to the total benefits 
on both sides. 

The second, if I may—danger here is that there will be riders of¬ 
fered throughout the process, and this bill will emerge draped with 
provisions designed to provoke a Presidential veto which would be 
a great tragedy. And my only hope would be that we can keep this 
package together, keep it clean free of riders, and get it done. 

Mr. Faleomavaega. Mr. Secretary, vou certainly make a very 
keen observation about the realities of the politics here. When a 
member sees a bill that is almost for sure that it’s going to be 
signed by the President, not necessarily by this side, the other body 
also has those temptations, and putting riders on things that are 
totally unrelated to the bill at hand. So, I do appreciate your obser¬ 
vation. 

Governor Leavitt has the State legislature of Utah passed any 
resolution or petition or anything in support of this legislation? 

Governor Leavitt. Our State legislature is not currently in ses¬ 
sion, therefore would not be able to 1 —there have been many calls 
on behalf of our legislature and other bodies in our State for this 
transaction to occur, but there is no means nor is it necessary for 
our legislature to bless this directly. We formed with our School In¬ 
stitutional and Trust Lands a Board that has been delegated full 
responsibility to optimize the use of the lands for the benefit of 
school children. They passed support. They have approved it five- 
to-one with great enthusiasm and a meeting on tne 14th. That’s 
the only formal approval that’s necessary. 

Mr. Faleomavaega. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that on con¬ 
tentious issues that the Honorable Secretary has personally taken 
a hand in negotiating issues of this nature that maybe we ought 
to have him negotiate all other contentious issues that come before 
this Subcommittee and maybe we could on a very good, strong bi¬ 
partisan basis resolve some of these objectionable stuff that comes 
before the Subcommittee. But, I certainly want to commend both 
the Governor and the Secretary, and Merrill, it’s always a welcome 
sight to have you also testify in the Committee. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Hansen. Thank you. 

The gentlelady from the Virgin Islands. 

Ms. Christian-Green. Thank you, Mr. Chair. I’d just like to wel¬ 
come our distinguished panel, but I have no questions. 

Mr. Hansen. Thank you very much. We appreciate the Secretary, 
the Governor. Thanks for being here. 

Congressman Cook you’re welcome to join us on the dais if you’re 
so inclined. I appreciate your presence with us. 
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Thanks so much. 

Our next panel will be Randy Johnson, Chairman of the Emery 
County Commission, and Joe Judd, Kane County Commissioner. If 
these two commissioners, would come up we’d appreciate it. 
Commissioner Johnson, we’ll start with you, sir. 

STATEMENT OF RANDY JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN OF THE EMERY 

COUNTY COMMISSION 

Mr. Johnson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It’s so nice to be back 
again so quickly. I appreciate the opportunity to testify today. I 
speak on behalf of the Utah Association of Counties as Chair of the 
Utah Association of Counties Public Land Oversight Committee. 

t . I’d like to commend Governor Leavitt and congratulate all of 
hose who have worked so hard for so long to remain focused on 
resolution of this longstanding problem. I would like also to empha¬ 
size to you that this is truly a great thing for the school children 
of Utah, especially in light of the fact that we have been trying to 
get some value out of these captured land sections for over 60 
years. 

The counties of Utah are pleased to have played a role this ex¬ 
change process. Utah Association of Counties involvement in these 
tradeout efforts has been as a result of our constant exposure to 
public lands’ issues which impact our lives. In combination with 
our desire to cooperate with State Institutional Trust Lands in 
bringing about what is in the best interest of the children that they 
represent. 

All too often environmental issues override the day-to-day human 
aspect of our public lands and cause us to disregard the fact that 
everything we need to survive and prosper as a human family 
comes from the land. To finally have some ability to enhance the 
education and, thus, the future of the children of Utah through the 
proper use of some of these lands is truly significant. It’s also very 
significant that a cooperative effort has led to resolution of a long¬ 
standing problem. This is something which is very difficult to 
achieve in public lands matters today. 

UAC’s involvement with this particular exchange is a result of 
our partnership with SITLA in opposing, in the courts, the creation 
of the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument. It is from 
that perspective that I both support this legislation and also voice 
my concern regarding the issues surrounding this exchange. 

UAC joined SITLA in filing suit on the monument based on what 
we believe was an improper lack of process and public involvement 
as required by law. It is important to note that nothing in this ex¬ 
change addresses the points of law over which UAC filed suit. It 
does, however, address the concerns over which SITLA joined our 
efforts and we are happy that SITLA has succeeded in gaining 
some compensation for their losses. We support this exchange for 
that reason, but while the exchange benefits SITLA substantially, 
it in no way compensates for the huge loss in future revenues 
which exist from existing mineral leases within the monument. 

Further, the county’s impacted most directly by the monument’s 
creation, Garfield and Kane, gained very little benefit from this 
tradeout. UAC has expressed concern over a number of issues 
which we have noted in my written testimony and I will draw your 
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attention to those. While concerns over these matters will, cer¬ 
tainly, not cause us to oppose this proposal, we do want these is¬ 
sues in the record and part of the process that implements the pro¬ 
visions of this legislation. 

We would like to emphasize at this point that SITLA has worked 
very hard to address to our satisfaction any concerns we have 
raised with them and we ask that you would work to maintain the 
protections in the legislative process. It is important to note here 
that the public mandates, and therefore the priorities, of Utah’s 
counties and SITLA are different in many ways. Consequently, this 
exchange must be viewed as a substantial success as it relates to 
SITLA’s prescribed priority as trustees of those lands set aside that 
assist in the education of Utah’s school children. With these con¬ 
cerns so addressed, we support legislation which would allow this 
exchange to succeed. We cannot emphasize enough the benefit it 
would provide for the school children of Utah. 

In conclusion, Mr. Babbitt has said in his testimony and in his 
written testimony I quote "with this settlement, perhaps we have 
opened a positive new chapter in the Federal-State relationship 
concerning public land management in Utah.” Utah Association of 
Counties would be even more enthusiastic in our support if we 
knew that this exchange would indeed set the stage for a more co¬ 
operative atmosphere in public lands matters; that it would set a 

E dent for future successful tradeouts of captured State trust 
in other areas; and that it would open the door to resolution- 
oriented negotiations on all contentious public lands’ issues in the 
future. We hope that it does exactly that. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Hansen. Thank you, Commissioner. 

Commissioner Judd. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Johnson may be found at end of 
hearing.] 

STA1SMENT OF JOE JUDD, KANE COUNTY COMMISSIONER 

Mr. Judd. Good morning, Mr. Chairman, and members of the 
Subcommittee. I’d like to express my great appreciation to you and, 
especially, to the staff that has been so cooperative in making this 
opportunity to approach you in an otherwise difficult situation al¬ 
most pleasurable. 

I wish to address you on behalf of the Commissioner of Kane 
County for allowing me to testify and the bill will provide an Ex¬ 
change Lands within the State of Utah. Let me begin by saying 
that we had some reservations when we heard that this had oc¬ 
curred. We had concerns about mineral interests, grazing rights, 
access, water, and PILT payments. All of those, apparently, have 
been addressed successfully within the compromise of the bill. We 
would like to also tell you that the exchange in effect will allow the 
transfer of mineral rights. 

Let me begin by saying that we in no way wish to interfere with 
the agreement that has been negotiated between the State of Utah 
and the Department of Interior, but at the same time we would 
like to address what we believe is an omission of Kane County and 
positive consequences of the exchange. 
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The exchange, in effect, transfers the value of mineral and en¬ 
ergy resources out of Kane County into other areas of the State. 
These are values that were critical to the future development of the 
economy, the communities, especially Kane County. In return, we 
are faced with costs and responsibilities related to Grand Stair- 
case-Escalante National Monument. Although we have an interest 
in tourism, we are being asked to trade high income, primary in¬ 
come jobs, wage earners into a low-paying second income job and 
end the tourist industry. And still we have been looking forward 
with resignation trying to do the best we can with the cards we’ve 
been dealt. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the disparity should be more than obvious 
to everyone. It is our understanding that there will be royalties 
paid from resources of the development on BLM lands in some of 
the exchange areas. One-half of that royalty will be going to the 
State of Utah. The other half going to the Federal Treasury. It is 
our proposal that a significant portion of the Federal share go to 
the protection of monument resources and the mitigation of monu¬ 
ment impacts on Kane County and local governments. 

We believe that this can be implemented legislatively and not af¬ 
fect the negotiated agreement. The Federal royalties could be de¬ 
posited in a fund for the county. A mechanism could be developed 
for the release of these funds based on criteria and factors spelled 
out in a bill or developed within the Department of Interior. 

The Secretary has recognized the appropriateness of the utility 
of the county’s role as has the Congress through appropriations. 
The fund would decrease the dependency for annual appropria¬ 
tions. Incidentally, I’m not here today representing Garfield Coun¬ 
ty, but they may have a similar concern and may wish to partici¬ 
pate in share of the fund. If that’s the case, I’m sure that some fair 
and proportional formula can be devised. 

We do not have specific language to offer at this time, but if the 
Committee is receptive to the general proposal, we’d be happy to 
develop language with the Committee. 

Thank you again very much for allowing me to come and to rep¬ 
resent my county, and I’ll answer questions if I may? 

Thank you Mr. Chairman. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Judd may be found at end of 
hearing.] 

Mr. Hansen. Thank you, Commissioner Judd. 

The gentleman from American Samoa. 

Mr. Faleomavaega. Mr. Chairman, I want to thank both gentle¬ 
men for their testimonies. I have no questions. 

Mr. Hansen. The gentlelady from the Virgin Islands. 

Ms. Christian-Green. Same. I just want to thank you for com¬ 
ing and giving your testimony. I have no questions, either, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Hansen. I recognize our colleague from the Second District 
of Utah. 

Mr*. Cook. Thank you. I certainly appreciate the testimony. 

I would just like to ask the commissioners what they could iden¬ 
tify in this bill, or in the process leading up to it, that might be 
useful for the Resources Committee and those of us in Congress 
and the administration in trying to achieve closure on one of the 
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most difficult question and that’s the overall wilderness issue in 
the State of Utah? Is this a potential opening to finding a formula 
that might be satisfactory both in terms of a reasonable setaside 
and preservation of jobs and economic development? Do you see 
anything in here that might- 

Mr. Johnson. Well, Congressman, as you are aware, Emery 
County has a bill that is now in committee. It has been passed out 
of the subcommittee, that we feel is a bill that addresses all con¬ 
cerns of all interested parties on public lands’ issues which include 
wilderness and everything from that point outward that we think 
has a very good chance of bringing people to a different perspective 
on the public lands’ management issues. 

And I think that something that Mr. Babbitt said here today is 
the bottom line of how that may be achieved. He said we simply 
decided to agree to agree, and I think that’s what happened in this 
exchange. They decided to agree to agree, and I think that if we 
could have that attitude between the State and Federal Govern¬ 
ment as we perceive now along some hybrid forms of management 
that perhaps take in all the interests of all different stakeholders 
in a better way than we’ve done in the past, we could succeed in 
bringing to resolution many of these longstanding and contentious 
issues. And I hope it does set a precedent if that’s—you know, 
that’s the second part of your question. I certainly do hope it sets 
a precedent for that. 

Mr. Judd. Congressman, if I might address this—we in Kane 
County have tried as best we can. We’re a small, ineffective county. 
We don’t have a lot of resources and so we have to do the best we 
can with what we’ve got. We’ve tried as best we can to become a 
real true partner in every sense of the word with the Department 
of Interior. We’ve had great treatment working with Jerry Mere¬ 
dith and Susan Reef, and now Monica Makusic and her staff; Al¬ 
bert Worth, and Williams, and Jeff Webb, and all the people that 
are over there to Secretary Babbitt himself. 

We’ve tried as a partner to arrive at agreements that might be 
advantageous to both. I think that what has been tried in the past, 
obviously, has not worked. We need to be a little more creative. We 
need to drop the barriers that have always been there, that have 
apparently satisfied constituents on both sides of the House. And 
get away from that and try to approach the problem, much as Com¬ 
missioner Johnson has done here in his testimony this morning, 
talking to his bill that’s there before the House. I think that’s a 
very creative attitude and really needs to be lauded. 

There are many ways to do this, but they’re not going to happen 
unless we—as Secretary Babbitt said this morning, and he and 
Governor Leavitt—at least they talked. And, I believe if we could 
drop our animosities and look forward to solving the problem, 
there’s a lot of things that can occur. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Hansen. Commissioner Judd, what would it have meant to 
Kane County if Smoky Hollow had been developed? 

Mr. Judd. Oh, Congressman, how much time do we have? 

Mr. Hansen. Not very much. 

[Laughter.] 
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Mr. JUDD. Not very much. I know that. If you can picture when 
they closed the saw mill, 700 jobs went away. When they closed the 
uranium mines down in the strip, 250 jobs went away. And in our 
little county, it isn’t like Hill Air Force Base where you’ve got thou¬ 
sands of employment, but this would have provided 900 jobs at 
least. And all the fallout goodies that would have come from it; peo¬ 
ple who work on the truck; and people who supply the pancakes 
on Saturday morning; and all those goodies, and rd look forward 
to the opportunity to follow behind a shopping cart with a house¬ 
wife and watch her fill the cart with food for her family. Now I 
know that sounds kind of schmaltzy, but, as a Commissioner, that’s 
what I was really looking forward to, and I was not going to ad¬ 
dress her or anybody else. 

I was just going to take great pride and watch that cart begin 
to fill up and feed kids. That’s really what it’s about. The things 
that would've occurred for our county, at least I feel in my opinion, 
would have been a great advantage with very little risks. 

Mr. Hansen. Do you think it could have been done in an environ¬ 
mentally sound way? 

Mr. Judd. I believe, if the Environmental Impact Statement that 
the Department of Interior had been working on for a long time 
would had been allowed to reach the light to day, it would have 
said just that. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Hansen. So, in your opinion—what would you say, 900 jobs? 
Mr. Judd. Nine hundred jobs at least. That’s for the first phase, 
Congressman, just the first phase. 

Mr. Hansen. How long do you think that would have continued? 
Mr. Judd. Well, long beyond our lifetimes. I’m sure. When I 
talked to Dave Shaver and those who were working on providing 
the Mining Statement, they’ve talked about a hundred years. 

Mr. Hansen. Commissioner Johnson, I hope everybody realizes 
support of local government is critical in the passage of this legisla¬ 
tion and this Committee puts great precedence and feelings, and 
we have—as long as I’ve been here, on how local government looks 
as this. 

By your statement, apparently they felt pretty good about it. Do 
you see a lot of—-any dissenting feelings in here or do you feel this 
is smooth sailing? Give me your assessment of that. 

Mr. Johnson. Congressman, as I said, I think that dissention 
opinions would come from any feeling that we were not protecting 
those issues such as mineral lease payments, PILT payments, ana 
so forth in the manner in which SITLA has agreed to pay them 
that holds the counties harmless as these things are exchanged. In 
other words, mineral leases that we are now receiving or that we 
may receive in the future need to remain the same after these 
tradeouts as they would have been, you know, without the 
tradeouts. If these things are consistently addressed in the legisla¬ 
tion and hailed in that form, I think the support would remain and 
would be consistent there. If we see that changing to where we lose 
mineral lease; we lose PILT, we lose some of these other things 
that we so rely on, then we would have deep concerns about this 
exchange. 

Mr. Hansen. Well, let’s get into the problem. Some people bene¬ 
fit, as your county will. Some people get hurt, as apparently Gar- 
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field County will, maybe Kane County and others. It’s hard to come 
at an equity in these things. It’s very difficult. 

Mr. Johnson. It is. Now, I have to say that I think, probably, 
no body is hurt. I wouldn’t address it that way. Some don’t gain, 
and like Kane and Garfield, you have by virtue of the monument 
resources that are locked in there. But, they’re locked in there by 
the monument itself, you know, at this point. So, to say that 
they’re hurt by this process, I don’t think would be appropriate. I 
think some don’t gain, and others do. 

But, I’d also would like to point out to you the other side of the 
gain issue. In Emery County, for example, where we frequently are 
looked upon as the place to jump with leases because of environ¬ 
mental problems in other areas, our what—when I started as the 
commissioner, there was a 100 years’ supply of coal. There’s now 
a 20 years’ supply of coal. Now what does Emery County do in 20 
years when those coal reserves that are now being actively pursued 
by all of this action are gone, and we have to completely change 
the economy that we now depend upon? So there are other, you 
know, outside issues that you don’t even recognize, but in general, 
I would tell you that our support is there for this exchange on be¬ 
half of SITLA. 

Mr. Hansen. You may have noticed that I mentioned to Sec¬ 
retary Babbitt about the bill that Emery County has been pushing 
and has now been passed by the Subcommittee and it’s on its way 
to Full Committee. We had asked the Secretary to supply us with 
some folks to come up and discuss it. At the hearing, we thought 
that was going to happen, but apparently they decided not to. 

As you know, we have substantially watered down that bill, and 
in my mind, removed the objections that the administration really 
should have. Also, Mr. Hinchey, who had four amendments, I think 
basically, three of those were pretty well resolved. The only thing 
that, of course, we would lock into would be that we’re not going 
to try messing around with the Law of the River and State Water 
law, and the upper and lower basin compact in a bill of this nature. 

I would ask you if you could feel it in your—had the time to do 
it, that you talk to the administration. Explain to them these 
things as -we’re trying to do also, so that they understand the value 
in this piece of legislation which to me has turned into pretty in¬ 
nocuous, but a good piece of legislation for the State of Utah and 
should be on a fast track also. 

Mr. Johnson. I agree, sir, and we’ve certainly would make every 
effort to do that. Emery County has tried to address all the con¬ 
cerns that have been raised since this bill has moved along, and 
I think we’ve done that to a very large degree. And I think again, 
here it’s just a matter of sitting across the table uid looking at 
these things. Some of the concerns raised over roads and Heritage 
Area management are really non-issues when we get—sit down at 
the table and see what Emery County is already done to address 
these things. So, I- 

Mr. Hansen. Like the Secretary said, you’ve got to keep talking. 
Mr. Johnson. Yes. 

Mr. Hansen. We’ll try to do the same thing, but we have a rath¬ 
er full platter at this time. 


DOI-2019-06 00964 



FOIAOOI :01711205 


21 

The gentleman from Michigan. We have two commissioners from 
Utah here on this Land Exchange bill. We also appreciate our 
friend from Michigan, Mr. Kildee. Any statement? 

Mr. Kildee. I nave no statement at this time, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you veiy much for having the hearing. 

Mr. Hansen. The gentleman from California, any questions? 

[Laughter.] 

Mr. Gallegly. Mr. Chairman, thanks for calling the meeting. I 
have no opening statement. 

Mr. Hansen. Thank you. I appreciate the commissioner being 
here and will excuse you from the table at this time. 

We’ll turn to our next panel. Mr. David Terry, Director of Schools 
in the Institutional Trust Land Administration, Dr. Scott Bean, 
State Superintendent of Public Construction, and Paula Williams- 
Plant, Legislative Vice President, Utah PTA. 

We’ll start on this end. Paula Williams-Plant, we’ll here from 
you. 


STATEMENT OF PAULA PLANT, LEGISLATIVE VICE 
PRESIDENT, UTAH PTA 

Ms. Williams-Plant. My name is Paula Plant. Thank you, 
Chairman and the Committee, for the opportunity of being nere 
with you today and to be able to speak on behalf of Utah’s school 
children. I am the legislative vice president for Utah PTA, and I 
have been involved with trust land issues for about 7 years. 

Education is one of the highest priorities for Utahns. We tend to 
be leaders in performance in education; yet, we spend less per 
pupil to educate our children than any other State in the Nation. 
Our dedication to education is demonstrated by the State budget. 
We spend more percentage-wise to educate our children than any 
other State. Half of the annual budget goes to support public edu¬ 
cation. It is, however, difficult in our State to generate adequate 
revenues from property taxes because only 21 percent of the State 
is privately held; 68 percent of the State belongs to the Federal 
Government; 7 percent is held in a trust for the school children. 

We experience the same difficulties in our State that many of 
you do. We have large class sizes. They are the largest in the Na¬ 
tion. We have children who attend class in trailers and on all kinds 
of rotating schedules, to be able to accommodate growing popu¬ 
lations of children that are larger than the schools were built to 
hold. In eveiy secondary school in our State, fees for textbooks and 
classroom supplies are passed on to parents for their responsibility. 

Our difficulties are magnified because of the inadequate reve¬ 
nues that property taxes are able to provide. In Utah we have to 
stretch dollars to meet the needs of our school children. 

Utah PTA became involved in reforming the management of the 
trust lands about a decade ago. We lobbied for the Act of 1994 
which created the School and Institutional Trust Lands Adminis¬ 
tration. It’s a new independent agency, with the responsibility of 
managing-the trust solely for the benefit of the beneficiaries. The 
primary beneficiaries are the school children of our State. We are 
immensely pleased with the progress that has been made over the 
past 4 years. We believe that they are doing a great job, and we 
believe that their independence is a key factor in that progress. 
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We have been able to watch the revenues increase every single 
year. The lands are now managed effectively and efficiently, and 
for the sole benefit of the beneficiaries. 

Utah PTA has been, and continues to be, the watchdog over the 
children’s trust. We watch closely the activities of the new agency 
and the board of trustees, and we are in close communication with 
other education groups in our State through the Utah Public Edu¬ 
cation Coalition. We have worked together in the past on education 
issues and on trust lands issues. 

The announcement of the signing between Secretary Babbitt and 
the Governor met with enthusiasm at our meeting last week. It is 
important to every group in that coalition that everyone who is as¬ 
sociated with the trust meets their fiduciary responsibility to the 
children. 

Over the past couple of years we have worked very diligently to 
try to see that the children in our State are fairly compensated for 
the land in the National Monument and have worked for many 
years toward a trade out of other Federal designations. We under¬ 
stand the value of the lands that are to be traded. We also under¬ 
stand that much of it is speculative so far as the mineral estate is 
concerned. 

We recognize that this is just a first step and urge you to do 
what you can to see that this legislation passes. We also recognize 
that there is a social value associated with solitude and parks, and 
we are most pleased to be able to offer this treasure to the United 
States. This bill will protect both treasures—our school children 
and our parks. 

We have worked with our State to see that they fill their fidu¬ 
ciary responsibility to the children. This is the opportunity for the 
Federal Government to fulfill theirs. It was, after all, the Federal 
Government that granted the trust lands in the first place, and as 
grantor of the trust, they have a responsibility to see that the 
school trust lands are used to support public schools. This legisla¬ 
tion will allow the trust to accomplish that purpose. 

Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Plant may be found at end of 
hearing.] 

Mr. Gallegly. [presiding] Thank you very much, Dr. Plant. 

At this time we will yield to Dr. Scott Bean, the State super¬ 
intendent of public education. Dr. Bean. 

STATEMENT OF SCOTT BEAN, STATE SUPERINTENDENT OF 
PUBLIC CONSTRUCTION 

Mr. Bean. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Members of the Sub¬ 
committee, thank you for the opportunity to speak today in favor 
of the exchange of school and Federal assets, as provided in H.R. 
3830. Under the agreement signed by Governor Leavitt and Sec¬ 
retary Babbitt, clear benefits accrue to both the school children of 
Utah and the American people, as provisions of this bill are en¬ 
acted. 

During most of the years since statehood, some Utah school 
lands have been captured within national parks, Native American 
reservations, and national forests without compensation. They have 
~ provided no support for our schools and our children. For three 
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generations this abuse of trust has prevailed. There has been nei¬ 
ther political will to exchange the lands nor compensation for their 
use. 

These captured lands have pitted education against the environ¬ 
mental community and Federal employees against State employees, 
while still leaving the issue of compensation to our schools unre¬ 
solved. Utah schools have been placed in the untenable and un¬ 
popular position of developing within national parks or remaining 
uncompensated. We chose the higher ground. Utah school children 
have gone without some needed hooks and other items while sup¬ 
porting national parks for the enjoyment of the Nation. 

Before you today is a proposal to resolve these contentious land 
issues satisfactorily for both Utah schools and the Nation. Now is 
the time for resolution. This bill will relinquish surface and min¬ 
eral title to almost 376,000 acres of school lands captured within 
various Federal designations. Our schools will receive approxi¬ 
mately 130,000 acres. We acknowledge that the Federal Govern¬ 
ment will have a net gain of approximately .26 million acres. We 
recognize the concern that some may have over this significant in¬ 
crease in Federal ownership in a State where the Federal Govern¬ 
ment controls over two-thirds of the land. 

To modify this exchange in any way will disturb the balance that 
has been negotiated. We believe that the Utah School and Institu¬ 
tional Trust Lands Administration, acting on behalf of the children, 
has developed a proposal that will compensate us at an acceptable 
level. We believe that the Department of Interior has negotiated a 
proposal that is fair to the Federal Treasury and Federal lands. 

Therefore, speaking for Utah schools, I assert that now is the 
time for resolution, using the presently negotiated agreement. As 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction, I would like to empha¬ 
size the following aspects of the proposed exchange: 

First, Utah schools are relinquishing to the Federal Govern¬ 
ment all rights to the Nation’s largest untapped energy re¬ 
source in the Kaipairowits Coal Basin. 

Second, the proposed exchange is beneficial to the Federal 
Government, especially as compared to other recently proposed 
exchanges involving sensitive natural resources desired for pro¬ 
tection by the Federal Government. 

Third, following this exchange, the Federal Government will 
have the opportunity to comprehensively manage national 
parks and monuments in Utah. 

Fourth, all of the school lands proposed for acquisition are in 
areas designated for surface and mineral development, thus 
avoiding environmentally protected areas. 

Fifth, the education community, as the beneficiary of the 
school trust lands, offers its firm support for this agreement. 
And, finally, our support for this proposal is predicated upon 
the Federal Government’s and the environmental community’s 
assurance that all mineral and surface resources acquired in 
this exchange can be fully and expeditiously developed with 
governmental and environmental support. We will follow the 
details of this exchange. 

Education would like to commend the entire Utah delegation, 
and especially you, Mr. Chairman; also, the Utah School and Insti- 
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tutional Trust Lands Administration, and, finally, Governor Leavitt 
and Secretary Babbitt for their leadership and courage in develop¬ 
ing this exchange and in resolving these controversial issues. 

We strongly support the finality of the proposed exchange. The 
Utah education community has not been well-served by the expec¬ 
tation of past exchanges that have been frustrated by politics and 
disagreement over valuation. If this exchange takes place as pro¬ 
posed, it will resolve the longstanding tension among educators, 
State and Federal agencies, environmental interests, and will allow 
Utahns to work together toward prosperity, economic health, and 
adequate funding for education in the next century. 

Furthermore, this proposed exchange v/ill allow all Americans to 
appreciate and enjoy the beauties of our State without compromis¬ 
ing the education of Utah's children. 

Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Bean may be found at end of 
hearing.] 

Mr. Hansen, [presiding] Thank you, Dr. Bean. 

I’d like to point out for the members of the Committee that we 
have with us Andy Mitchell, Canadian Secretary of State for Na¬ 
tional Parks. We’re grateful that you could be with us, and we wel¬ 
come you to join us, if you would like to sit upon the dais, or what¬ 
ever you would like to do. We appreciate your being with us. 

I will now turn to Mr. David Terry. 

STATEMENT OF DAVID TERRY, DIRECTOR OF SCHOOLS, 
INSTITUTIONAL TRUST LAND ADMINISTRATION 

Mr. Terry. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the opportunity to tes¬ 
tify today. I am David Terry. I’m the director of the School and In¬ 
stitutional Trust Lands Administration for the State of Utah. 

As Ms. Plant referred to us, we were created in 1994 as an inde¬ 
pendent agency of the Utah State government for the purpose of 
managing trust lands for the benefit of education and other public 
institutions. These lands were granted to us at statehood, similar 
to grants made to other States for educational trusts. 

I’m pleased to express my unconditional support for H.R. 3830. 
The May 8th, 1998 agreement between the Secretary and the Gov¬ 
ernor is truly historic. Many of our predecessors had worked on 
this problem. 

Before you I believe you have three maps, letter-size maps. The 
top map illustrates the situation of the trust lands within Utah at 
the time of the grant at statehood, but Congress had no idea of the 
value or potential for value of lands within the State of Utah, and 
they made the grant in a four-section-per-township grant across 
the entire State. That accounts for the scattered nature of our own¬ 
ership, which is all of the blue lands. The yellow lands are Bureau 
of Land Management-controlled lands. So you can see that we are 
partners with the United States in the management of the lands 
within our State. 

The second map that you have—or I should say, on that first 
map as well, you’ll notice some darker magenta colors. Those are 
the national parks. Arches National Park and Capital Reef Na¬ 
tional Park have trust lands within those two national parks, and 
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that’s the issue that’s been going on for some 50 or 60 years—as 
to how to manage those lands within the national treasures. 

On the second map, you’ll see enumerated the description of the 
lands that are involved within H.R. 3830. At the north end of the 
map, the Beaver Mountain Ski Resort is land that would come to 
the State of Utah from the United States. Immediately adjacent to 
that is some State land that would go to the national forests. But 
we’ll also pick up Uintah County, the Blue Mountain telecommuni¬ 
cations site, some tarsands properties along Asphalt Ridge, some 
oil and gas properties in Duchesne County, and additional tarsands 
properties in Uintah County; coal properties in the Westridge Coal 
Tract. All of the magenta-colored tracts, we will acquire surface 
and mineral estate. On the dark blue tracts, the Dugout Canyon, 
Mill Fork, Cottonwood, North Horn, and Muddy Track, we will only 
acquire the minerals estate, and we will be able to mine the coal. 
In Millard County, we’ll acquire a limestone property, and then 
we’ll acquire surface tracts at Hatch and Garfield County, at War¬ 
ner Valley and Washington County, and the Big Water Tract, 
about 35,000 acres, in Kane County. 

The lands that we’re giving up are also illustrated here. Within 
the National Monument, the school sections have been changed 
from blue to more of a red color, and all of those lands will be deed¬ 
ed to the United States, along with the lands in the Navajo Res¬ 
ervation, the Glen Canyon National Recreation Area, Capital Reef 
National Park, Arches National Park, Dinosaur National Monu¬ 
ment, Flaming Gorge Recreation Area, national forest lands, and 
the Goshute Reservation. 

Then, finally, the third map you have illustrates the condition of 
land status following the conclusion of Public Law 103 land ex¬ 
change as amended to include the Grand Staircase, that agreement 
signed on May the 8th. So, as you can see on this map, there will 
be no trust lands within any of the national parks or national 
monuments or Native American* reservations within the State of 
Utah, and we will acquire the large blocks that are referred to on 
the other map. 

I would also like to just briefly mention the methodology. As Sec¬ 
retary Babbitt explained more articulately than I can, the meth¬ 
odology was to take similar assets on Federal land and compare 
those with similar assets on State land, coal for coal, and then take 
the sum of the single parts and negotiate a total value. So the ne¬ 
gotiators worked very hard to understand the values of our lands 
as well as the values of the Federal lands that we’re acquiring. 

The last thing that I’d like to say is I would like to thank Com¬ 
missioner Ray Powell from New Mexico, who is the president of the 
Western States Land Commissioners Association, and Commis¬ 
sioner Powell has submitted written testimony as well supporting 
this exchange, and we believe it is a first step to solving public 
land issues in Utah, as well as other western States. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Terry may be found at end of 
hearing.] 

Mr. Hansen. Thank you very much, Mr. Terry. We appreciate 
your comments. 
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This is really kind of disappointing to me. I haven’t had anybody 
oppose this. This kind of takes the fun out of this whole meeting, 
if I may say so. 

[Laughter.] 

The gentleman from American Samoa. 

Mr. faleomavaega. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The testimonies that were borne this morning from Ms. Plant 
and Mr. Bean, it sounded like you were giving a lukewarm support 
for this legislation. Am I wrong in hearing your testimony—or 
maybe, maybe not? Maybe theres still some faulty areas in this 
proposed bill? 

Mr. Bean. Well, no, Representative. What you hear is years of 
frustration, but I really do think that this proposal, negotiated by 
Secretary Babbitt and Governor Leavitt, is really a positive pro¬ 
posal. It ends the controversy, and it will definitely be of benefit 
financially for the school children in Utah. There is no question 
about that. 

But I think you do—in the testimony that I did give, it does re¬ 
flect some frustration with probably 40 or 50 years when we re¬ 
ceived no compensation whatever for all of those hundreds of thou¬ 
sands of acres that were contained within those parks and monu¬ 
ments, and really a great reluctance on the part of the bureaucracy 
here to do anything about that. 

I’ve had people—I should say this is secondhand, but Federal em¬ 
ployees express the idea that it didn’t make any difference if the 
lands were in parks and monuments, you know; we couldn’t do 
anything with tnem anyway. Well, we really could have done some¬ 
thing with it, and we could have developed lands within parks and 
monuments, but I don’t think that would have been of benefit to 
the American people. That’s why I say I think that the State has 
chosen the higher ground in those situations. 

Mr. Faleomavaega. So I guess it comes down to the fact that 
from both previous Democratic and Republican administrations the 
matter has still not been resolved until this administration. I think 
Secretary Babbitt could not have stated it better when he was spe¬ 
cifically instructed by President Clinton to see to it that this matter 
be resolved, and I am very happy that Governor Leavitt’s presence 
verified that commitment to see that the problem now has finally 
been resolved. 

And this does not take away the commitment as well that the 
chairman has made for all these years in trying to resolve it, and 
that’s why I suggested, Mr. Chairman, that we ought to have the 
Secretary of the Interior do these negotiations from now on, and 
not leave it to his subordinates, because that seems to be the prob¬ 
lem that we have every time we have hearings here. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. - 
Mr. Hansen. Thank you. 

The gentleman from Utah, Mr. Cook. 

Mr. COOK. Yes, thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I certainly want to commend the panel on a very excellent pres¬ 
entation on the effects of this agreement on education. Of course, 
one of the biggest issues in Utah education, and I think something 
that has broad and deep support from all segments of Utah, is the 
need to reduce class size. 
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Perhaps, Dr. Bean, maybe vou could give us some assessment. 
This agreement, I think one of the reasons it's supported so strong¬ 
ly is there’s real hard dollars presented that would come very early. 
We’ve talked about up to a billion dollars, and we don’t know how 
accurate that may be, but we certainly know that at least $50 to 
$60 million should come into Utah’s school system very quickly 
upon ratification of this agreement. 

Could you give us some indication of what that would mean in 
terms of reduction of class size in the State of Utah? 

Mr. Bean. Well, Representative, I really appreciate the question. 
The money will go into the permanent trust fund, and so the poten¬ 
tial for funding Utah schools comes not necessarily from the initial 
investment, which will yield on the interest basis, and the interest 
is what we can use. We’ll probably get from that maybe $5 or $6 
million a year, and I think we’ll get somewhere in that vicinity. 
But the potential on the mineral part of this and the other ex¬ 
changes for the value of the land that is being exchanged has 
much, much higher potential. 

I think David Terry might be able to comment on that, too, be¬ 
cause they’ve looked at this, and we’ve looked at this, too, with the 
Governor’s staff, and we feel like it really does have huge potential 
for bringing funds in—not next year, but in a 10-to-15-year period 
it has huge potential. 

Mr. Cook. I know that the President, in his State of the Union 
address this year, also in his budget proposals in front of Congress, 
has talked about something over $1 billion nationwide program 
that I think would translate to about $4.5 or $5 million for Utah. 

I have actually sent communication to the administration that I 
don’t think Utah is getting its fair share of that whole thing. 

But how would you compare this agreement, for example, on ex¬ 
change of trust lands with the President’s proposal that he outlined 
generally for all States? 

Mr. Bean. Well, in the President’s proposal we could reduce class 
size in Utah by fewer than one-third student per classroom on the 
average. So it doesn’t have much effect, and you’re right, on the 
formula used on that, it still, in our view, while we have 1 percent 
of the school children in the Nation, we get about half a percent 
or less under that proposal. So does that have much impact? No, 
it doesn’t in Utah. 

In a comparative sense, this proposal could probably reduce class 
size in Utan over the years. If we take it 30 years down the road, 
and we used it for class size reduction only, I would estimate that 
we could probably reduce class size in the State maybe five to six 
students per classroom. So this has a much more—well, it’s a huge 
impact on the State. 

Mr. Cook. Your estimate would indicate 15 to 18 times over the 
other program. 

Mr. Bean. Well, I don’t think there’s any question—or more. 

Mr. Cook. Thank you. 

Mr. Hansen. I thank the gentleman. 

I think this is something that Congress can do for education in 
Utah. Contrary to popular belief, Congress doesn’t have as much 
to do with education as the State legislature has. I know when I 
was speaker of the house, 92 percent of all the money came from 
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local areas, and we get involved in Title 9 and a few other things, 
and here’s a chance to help out in a very worthy cause. 

I want to thank the three members of the panel who are before 
us for your excellent testimony. I am glad to see that there’s no ob¬ 
jection. This is the first bill that we have looked at for years and 
years that someone hasn’t come on the other side and given us a 
lot of reasons why we should not pass it. So while I’m still in shock, 
let’s end this meeting, OK? 

Thank you for coming. 

[Whereupon, at 10:44 a.m., the Subcommittee adjourned subject 
to the call of the Chair.] 

[Additional material submitted for the record follows.] 


DOI-2019-06 00972 



FOIAOOI :01711205 


29 

Statement of Joe Judd on behalf of Kane County, Utah 

Mr. Chairman, and members of the Subcommittee, I would like to express my 

n t appreciation to you, on behalf of the Commissioners and people of Kane Coun* 
^r allowing me to testify regarding H.R. 3830—a bill to provide for the exchange 
of lands within the State of Utah. 

Let me begin by saying that we in no way wish to interfere with the agreement 
that has been negotiated between the State of Utah and Department of Interior. But 
at the same time, we would like to address what we believe is the omission of Kane 
County in the positive consequences of the exchange. 

The exchange, in effect, transfers the value of mineral and energy resources out 
of Kane County to other areas of the state. These are values that were critical to 
the future development of the economy and communities of Kane County. In return, 
we are faced with costs and responsibilities related to the Grand Staircase-* 
Escalante National Monument. Although we may have an increase in tourism, we 
are being asked to trade high income primary wage-earner jobs for lower paying sec¬ 
ond-income jobs in the tourist industry. And still, we have been going forward with 
resignation, trying to do the best we can with the cards we have been dealt. But, 
Mr. Chairman, I think the disparity should be more than obvious to everyone. 

It is our understanding that there will be royalties paid from resource develop¬ 
ment on BLM lands in some of these exchange areas. One-half of the royalty will 
be going to the State of Utah and the other half going to the Federal Treasury. It 
is our proposal that a significant portion of the Federal share go to the protection 
of monument resources and the mitigation of monument impacts on Kane County 
and local governments. 

We believe this could be implemented legislatively and not affect the negotiated 
agreement. The Federal royalties could be deposited in a fund for the county; a 
mechanism could be developed for the release of those funds based on criteria and 
factors to be spelled out in the bill or developed with the Department of Interior, 
The Secretary has recognized the appropriateness and the utility of the county role, 
as has the Congress through appropriations. This fund would decrease the depend¬ 
ency on annual appropriations. 

I am not here today representing Garfield County, but they may have similar con¬ 
cerns and may wish to participate or share in a fund. If that is the case, I am sure 
that some fair and proportional formula could be devised. We do not have specific 
language to offer at this time, but if the Committee is receptive to the general pro¬ 
posal, we would be happy to develop language with the Committee. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to testify on behalf of Kane County. 


Statement of Paula M. Plant, Legislative Vice-President, Utah State PTA 

I am Paula M. Plant, Legislative Vice-President of Utah PTA. I have been in¬ 
volved in trust lands issues for seven years. 

Education is one of the highest priorities for Utahns. We are among the leaders 
in performance in education, out we are among the lowest in per-pupil expenditures 
in the nation. We spend a greater percentage of the total state budget on education 
than any other state. Half of the annual budget goes to support public education. 
It is difficult to generate revenue for schools from property tax because only 21 per¬ 
cent of the state is privately held. The Federal Government owns 68 percent of the 
lands, and 7 percent belongs to the school trust. These trust lands were given to 
the state at Statehood, as the Governor has stated, for the benefit of the school- 
children. 

We experience the same difficulties as other states across the country. We have 
large classes, with growing populations of students attending school in trailers and 
on rotating schedules to accommodate larger enrollments than schools were built to 
hold. Classroom supply expenses and textbook fees are passed along to parents in 
every secondary school in the state. Our difficulties are magnified because of the in¬ 
adequate revenue stream property taxes provide. In Utah, we stretch dollars to 
meet the needs of our children. Every nickel counts! 

Utah PTA became involved in reforming the management of the school trust lands 
about a decade ago. Utah PTA lobbied for the Act of 1994 which created the School 
and Institutional Trust Lands Administration, a new independent state agency with 
the responsibility of managing the trust solely for the benefit of the beneficiaries. 
The primary beneficiaries are Utah’s schoolchildren. 

We are immensely pleased about the progress the trust lands agency has made 
and believe the independence of the agency has been a key factor in the positive 
results over the past four years. They are doing a great job. The total asset values 
of the trust have increasea more than 10 times since 1983. Utah’s trust lands are 
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now managed efficiently and effectively for the benefit of our school. We believe 
these results speak for themselves. 

Utah PTA has been and continues to be the watchdog over our children's trust. 
We watch closely the activities of the agency and the Board of Trustees. We are in 
constant communication with the other education groups in Utah through the Utah 
State Public Education Coalition. We have worked together in the past on school 
trust issues. The initial announcement of the agreement between Governor Leavitt 
and Secretary Babbitt met with enthusiasm in our meeting last week. It is impor- 
tant to us that the fiduciary duties of all involved with the crust are met. We have 
been involved with the effort to trade the land out of Federal reservations in our 
state and have worked over the past two years toward fair compensation for our 
schoolchildren for the trust lands captured within the monument. We understand 
the value of the land in this proposed land trade. We also understand that much 
of the trade is speculative where the mineral estate is concerned. 

Recognizing that the agreement signed by Governor Leavitt and Secretai^ Babbitt 
is only a first step in the process of this kind of exchange, we are enthusiastic and 
optimistic about the benefit this exchange could have for the schoolchildren of our 
state. We. also recognize the social value of solitude and parks and are pleased that 
Utah has the opportunity to offer these treasures to the united States. This bill will 
protect both treasures—our school and our parks. 

We have worked with our own state to see they fulfill their fiduciary responsibil¬ 
ity to the schoolchildren. This is the opportunity for the Federal Government to ful¬ 
fill theirs. The trust was established originally by the Federal Government to pro¬ 
vide education to our children. As grantor of this trust in a solemn compact, the 
United States is also bound by a duty to ensure the school trust lands are used to 
support the public schools. This historic trade will allow the trust to accomplish that 
purpose. 

Thank you. 

UTAH CONGRESS OF PARENTS AND TEACHERS, INC. 

1998 UTAH PTA 
RESOLUTION 
SCHOOL TRUST LANDS 

WHEREAS, At statehood the Federal Government owned well over 80 percent of the 

land in the new State of Utah; and 

WHEREAS, The State agreed not to tax Federal land; and 

WHEREAS, Primary support for the schools at that time came through the property 
tax; and 

WHEREAS, The Federal Government then granted four, one square mile sections 
in every thirty-six square mile township, to be held in trust for the support of the 
public schools; and 

WHEREAS, The School Land Trust retains some 3.6 million acres of surface land 
and 4.4 million acres of underground mineral rights; and 

WHEREAS, The Utah Legislature has created the School and Institutional Trust 
Land Administration, an independent agency, to manage these school lands for the 
sole benefit of Utah public schools, with strict adherence to their trust obligations; 

WHEREAS, Utah PTA and its constituent organizations have been involved in edu¬ 
cating elected officials in Utah and nationally about school trust lands and their fi¬ 
duciary responsibility to the trust. They have advocated for recent changes in the 
management and operation of the trust which has resulted in increased revenues. 
They continue to be an important voice in ensuring that the school children of Utah 
are fairly dealt with in relation to the trust; therefore be it 

Resolved ,, That the Utah PTA encourage the Governor, Legislature, the State Treas¬ 
urer, the Attorney General, the School and Institutional Trust Land Administration 
and other State officials to take all necessary steps to manage the School Trust 
Lands in accordance with Trust duties and principles, including undivided loyalty 
to the beneficiaries, a duty to make trust property productive, a duty to keep and 
render accounts, and a duty to exercise prudence and skill in administering the 
trust, thereby obtaining much-needed revenue for UtahVschools; and be it further 
Resolved , That the Utah PTA work to encourage Federal and State officials to fulfill 
their responsibilities under the Enabling Act by assisting the State in proper man¬ 
agement of school trust lands for their intended purpose, to support schools. In 
cases where management for Trust purposes would conflict with other important 
purposes, such as protection of archaeological, aesthetic, or other environmental or 
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cultural resources, that the Federal Government purchase* or trade the affected 
lands for other lands of comparable value; and be It further 
Resolved , That any such trade or purchase be for the fUll value of the Trust Lands, 
with an appropriate additional amount to compensate the School Trust for losses 
incurred due to failure by the Federal Government to permit reasonable develop* 
ment of the Trust Lands in question; and be it farther 

Resolved , That the leadership of the Utah PTA be directed to inform appropriate 
State and Federal officials or this resolution and work to accomplish its objectives. 


Statement of Dr. Scott W. Bean, State of Utah 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak today in favor of the exchange of school 
and Federal assets as provided in H.R. 3830. Under the Agreement signed by Gov¬ 
ernor Leavitt and Secretary Babbitt, clear benefits will accrue to both the schools 
of Utah and the American people as the provisions of this bil^ are enacted. 

Diiring most of the years since statehood, Utah school lands have been captured 
within National Parks, Native American reservations, and National Forests without 
compensation. They have provided no support for our schools and our children. For 
three generations this abuse of trust has prevailed. There has been neither political 
will to exchange the lands nor compensation for their use. These captured school 
lands have pitted education against the environment, Federal employees against 
state employees, while still leaving the issue of compensation to our schools unre¬ 
solved. Utah schools have been placed in the untenable and unpopular position of 
developing within the National Parks or remaining uncompensated. We chose the 
higher ground. Utah school children have gone without books while supporting Na¬ 
tional Parks for the enjoyment of the nation. Before you today, is a proposal to re¬ 
solve these contentious land issues satisfactorily for both the schools and the nation. 
Now is the time for resolution. 

This bill will relinquish surface and mineral title to almost 376,000 acres of school 
lands captured within various Federal designations. Our schools will receive ap¬ 
proximately 130,000 acres. We acknowledge that the Federal Government will have 
a net gain of approximately one-quarter of a million acres. We recognize the concern 
that some may nave over this significant increase in Federal ownership in a state 
where the Federal Government controls over two-thirds of the land. 

To modify this exchange in any way will disturb the delicate balance that has 
been negotiated. We believe that the School and Institutional Trust Lands Adminis¬ 
tration, acting on behalf of the children, has developed a proposal that will com¬ 
pensate us at an acceptable level. We believe that the Department of Interior has 
negotiated a proposal that is fair to the Federal Treasury and Federal lands. There¬ 
fore, speaking for Utah schools, I assert that now is the time for resolution using 
the presently negotiated agreement. 

As the State Superintendent of Public Instruction, I would like to emphasize the 
following aspects of the proposed exchange: 

• Utah schools are relinquishing to the Federal Government all rights to the na¬ 
tion’s largest untapped energy resource in the Kaipairowits Coal Basin. 

• This proposed exchange is beneficial to the Federal Government especially as 
compared to other recently proposed exchanges involving sensitive natural re¬ 
sources desired for protection by the Federal Government. Other exchanges 
have offered compensation at multiples of this level for less than 1 percent of 
the lands identified in this exchange. These other exchanges would benefit pri¬ 
vate interests while this exchange benefits the public schools. 

• Following this exchange, the Federal Government will have the opportunity to 
comprehensively manage our National Parks and Monuments. 

• All of the school lands proposed for acquisition are in areas designated for sur¬ 
face and mineral development, thus avoiding environmentally protected areas. 
•The education community, as the beneficiary of the school trust lands, offers 
its firm support to this Agreement as long as our representatives are included 
in all discussions and negotiations leading to a successful conclusion to this ad¬ 
vantageous exchange. 

• Our support for this proposal is conditioned upon the Federal Government’s ■ 
and the environmental community’s assurances that all mineral and surface re¬ 
sources acquired in this exchange can be fully and expeditiously developed with 
governmental and environmental support. 

We will follow the tedious details of this exchange. It is significant to note where 
the schools receive surface and mineral interests as opposed to only a determinable 
fee interest in speculative coal. 
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Education would like to commend the entire Utah delegation, the School and In¬ 
stitutional Trust Lands Administration, our governor ana his staff, and Secretary 
Babbitt for the leadership and courage they have shown in developing this exchange* 
and in resolving these controversial issues. 

We strongly applaud the finality of this proposed exchange. The Utah education 
community nas not been well served by the expectation of past exchanges that have 
been frustrated by politics and disagreement over valuation. If this exchange takes 
place as proposed, it will resolve the long standing tension among educators, state 
and Federal agencies, and environmental interests and allow Utahns to work to¬ 
gether toward prosperity, economic health and adequate fimding for education in 
the next century. 

Furthermore, this proposed exchange will allow all Americans to appreciate and 
emov the beauties of our great state without compromising the education of Utah's 
children. 


Statement op David T. Terry, Director, Utah School and Institutional Trust 

Lands Administration 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today. My name is David T, Terry, and 
I am the director of the Utah School and Institutional Trust Lands Administration 
(the “Trust Lands Administration”). The Trust Lands Administration is an inde¬ 
pendent state agency that manages more than 3.7 million acres of land within Utah 
dedicated to the financial support of public education. 

It is my pleasure today to express my unconditional support for H.R. 3830. The 
May 8, 1998 Agreement between Utah Governor Michael 0. Leavitt and Secretary 
of the Interior Bruce Babbitt, which H.R. 3830 would implement, is truly historic. 
My predecessors have been grappling with the issue of state inholdings in Utah's 
national parks, monuments, forests and Indian reservations for many decades. Some 
of you on the Committee will remember former Utah Governor Scott Matheson’s ef¬ 
forts in the 1980s to solve the state inholdings issue once and for all with a state¬ 
wide exchange known as Project BOLD. Many others have tried as well. Until May 
8, all of these efforts had failed. 

If enacted, H.R. 3830 will resolve—fully, fairly, and finally)—the problem created 
by over 376,000 acres of school trust lands within such nationally-recognized areas 
as Arches National Park, Dinosaur National Monument, the Glen Canyon National 
Recreation Area, and of course the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument. 
The inholdings problem has been a real one for both the State of Utah and the Unit¬ 
ed States. Our agency has been charged—by Congress—with managing state school 
trust lands for the financial benefit of Utah’s public education system. Yet the devel¬ 
opment of school trust lands within our national parks and forests is directly at 
odds with the conservation purposes for which the surrounding Federal lands were 
set aside. The May 8 agreement will allow our agency to do what it does bestr—make 
money for our public schools—while eliminating this substantial source of develop¬ 
ment pressure from the parks. 

It is appropriate to focus in more detail on the benefits of H.R. 3830, both for the 
United States and the State of Utah: 

i. The Negotiated Agreement Will Save Millions in Transaction Costs and Litigation 
Risk 

When Congress passed Public Law 103-93 in 1993, it provided for an appraisal- 
based process for valuing the state trust inholdings within the parks ana forests. 
This process quickly broke down, for several reasons. First, the sheer magnitude of 
the lands involved made appraisals, cultural resources reviews, and mineral evalua¬ 
tions expensive and time-consuming for both parties. Second, the State and the 
United States have profoundly disagreed on how to value lands with nationally-sig- 
nificant natural characteristics, such as natural arches or ancient Indian ruins. 
These disagreements resulted in litigation filed last year by the State seeking (as 
authorized by Public Law 103-93) to obtain a judicial determination of value. 

As a result of our trial preparations in the Public Law 103-93 litigation, our agen¬ 
cy was confident that it could obtain a judicial determination that the value of its 
lands was substantially higher than the $50 million cash payment provided by the 
May 8 agreement, and that there was little likelihood that value would be deter¬ 
mined to be less than that amount. At the same time, litigation is expensive, time- 
consuming, and risky for all involved. Since Public Law 103-93, the State has spent 
over $3.5 million on consultants and lawyers, with more expenses to come. We esti¬ 
mate that the costs to the United States in out-of-pocket costs and staff time have 
been and would continue to be equally high. Governor Leavitt and Secretary 


DOI-2019-06 00976 



FOIAOOI :01711205 


33 

Babbitt's agreement, if ratified by Congress, will save both the State and the United 
States millions of dollars over the next several years in expenses, and will eliminate 
millions more in litigation risk. 

In addition, the $50 million payment will be deposited immediately into the 
State s Permanent School Fund, as a permanent endowment for Utah’s schools. 
Since litigation over value would take several years, the Agreement will instead per* 
nut Utah to receive investment returns during that interval. 

Those portions of the Agreement dealing with the Grand Staircase-Escalante Na* 
tional Monument will also permit the United States and the State to avoid substan* 
tial transaction and litigation costs. My agency manages 337 tracts within the 
Monument, totaling over 176,000 acres of fee lands, and an additional 24,000 acres 
of mineral estate. In the absence of agreement on values, both the State and the 
United States would find themselves repeating the expenses associated with the 
Public Law 103-93 process, at a cost of millions of dollars. Litigation between my 
agency and the United States concerning the creation of the Monument would con¬ 
tinue as well; trial had been set to begin on March 18 of next year, with intensive 
discovery disputes already beginning. Instead, with the May 8 agreement, we have 
replaced acrimony with agreement, and permitted both parties to put their time and 
resources to more productive use. 

2. The Agreement Is Fair and Provides Equal Value for Both Sides 
The Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument contains some of the largest 
untapped energy and mineral resources in the United States. The state trust lands 
in the Monument are estimated by the U.S. Geologic Survey and other scientific au¬ 
thorities to contain 876 million tons of recoverable coal, a trillion cubic feet of natu¬ 
ral gas in coal seams, and varied other resources such as tar sands, uranium, and 
titanium. At the current time, the Trust Lands Administration has over 100,000 
acres in the Monument under lease for exploration/extraction of various minerals. 
At the time the Monument was created, Andalex Resources was in the final stages 
of permitting Sis Smoky Hollow mine, and had expressed intent in writing to acquire 
leases for thousands of additional acres of trust lands, with an anticipated bonus 
bid to the State of more than $4 million, plus royalties from coal production from 
existing and new coal leases. A consortium of oil and gas firms was planning for 
a large coalbed methane extraction project, and had leased some 35,000 acres of 
trust lands for that project. These were not hypothetical projects; reputable and 
well-capitalized companies were spending dollars “on the ground*’ to develop these 
resources. Interest from the mineral industry has continued since the Monument 
designation; the Trust Lands Administration has recently received lease applica¬ 
tions for 115,000 additional acres of oil and gas and titanium lands. Similarly, my 
agency has received many expressions of interest in purchasing or leasing school 
trust lands within the Monument for recreational and commercial use, although we 
have chosen not to pursue such transactions while an exchange seemed possible. 

As President Clinton stated at the time of the Monument declaration, the Federal 
Government has made the determination that mineral development of this nature 
is incompatible with preservation of the scientific and cultural resources the Monu¬ 
ment was designed to preserve. At the same time, he promised that Utah’s school- 
children—the beneficiaries of the school trust lands in the Monument—-would not 
be harmed by the loss of their lands and resources, and that all reasonable dif¬ 
ferences in valuation would be resolved in their favor. The May 8 Agreement fulfils 
that promise in a manner that is fair both to the school trust ana the taxpayers 
of the United States. 

The Agreement provides that Federal lands containing specific types of re¬ 
sources—coal, coalbed methane, oil and gas, tar sands, and hard minerals—will be 
transferred to the State in exchange for similar lands and resources of substantially 
equivalent value found on trust lands in the Monument. None of the lands being 
acquired by the State are currently in production, and most are unleased (the Unit¬ 
ed States will be acquiring more leased lands than it is giving up). In general, the 
State is giving up substantially greater quantities of resources than it is acquiring. 
However, by acquiring lerger blocks of lands, the State gains from being able to ob¬ 
tain more effective management control of resource development, which has sub¬ 
stantial, although intangible, economic value. 

The Agreement does not attempt to place a specific dollar value on these lands 
and resources is our belief from long experience that so many variable assumptions 
are required to value speculative mineral properties such as those involved on both 
sides of the exchange that any specific dollar number would be no better than guess¬ 
work. The old joke that it is possible to line up all the economists in the world and 
never reach a conclusion applies to mineral valuation consultants as well. That is 
not to say that both the State and the Department of Interior did not carefully ana- 
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lyze voluminous resource data, market analyses, and other pertinent information in 
the course of their negotiations. Both sides did so in the course of the spirited nego¬ 
tiations that led to the agreement, and there was substantial "give and take” oy 
each side's technical experts on the equivalence of particular tracts and resources. 
We are confident that, as a whole, the May 8 Agreement reflects a transaction that 
is fair to both sides, and that provides each side with value substantially equivalent 
to the value it is relinquishing. 

3. There Are Major Intangible Benefits from Completing This Exchange . 

The Trust Lands Administration takes its fiduciary duty of providing financial 
support to Utah's schools seriously. At the same time, we are citizens as well, who 
er^joy and appreciate our state’s beautiful national parks, forests, and wild areas. 
The existence for many years of school trust lands within these areas has been a 
great frustration to us, as fulfilment of our legal duty to provide revenue to the 
schools—which would require sale or development of these lands—is in direct oppo¬ 
sition to preservation of the lands. We have so far taken the high road, ana for 
many years sought an exchange such as the one that is now before the Committee, 
rather than actively developing our sensitive lands. In future years, that might not 
have proved to be the case. H.R. 3830 offers the opportunity for the United States 
to ena the threat of potential development within tnese beautiful areas, and to have 
perpetual and unified management of the lands for the purposes for which they 
were set aside. If any of the Committee has any questions about this particular 
issue, you need only look at the land ownership maps that are part of tne record. 
The archaic checkerboard of state sections within the Monument and parks makes 
effective management difficult if not impossible. H.R. 3830 offers the opportunity to 
solve this problem once and for all. 

In conclusion, I would suggest that one other intangible, but hugely important, 
benefit can come from the implementation of the May 8 Agreement-trust. The lin¬ 
gering problem of the Public Law 103-93 lands, the surprise designation of the 
Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument, and the litigation that has 
unsurprisingly followed, created an atmosphere of distrust between the State and 
the Department of Interior that is difficult to describe. In recent months, and cul¬ 
minating in the Agreement, that atmosphere of distrust has been replaced with a 
new spirit of communication and cooperation. A number of members of the Commit¬ 
tee have helped with this pleasant change—the Trust Lands Administration would 
particularly thank Representatives Cannon, Hinchey and others for their efforts last 
year in requesting the Department of Interior to consider a negotiated solution, 
which has now occurred. If H.R. 3830 is passed, we will have resolved one of the 
thorniest western public lands issues, and set the stage for resolving other disputed 
issues through dialogue rather than public dispute. 

On behalf of the Utah School and Institutional Trust Lands Administration, I 
urge the Committee and Congress to enact H.R. 3830 speedily and without encum¬ 
brance. Again, thank you for the opportunity to testify today. 
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TESTIMONY BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON NATIONAL 
PARKS AND PUBLIC LANDS 

By 

Commissioner Randy G. Johnson 

Chairman, Utah Association of Counties Public Lands Overnight Committee 


Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee: 

Thank you for the opportunity to testily before you today. I speak in behalf of the Utah 
Association of Counties, (UAC), as Chair of the Utah Association of Counties Public Lands 
Oversight Committee. 

I would like to commend and congratulate those who have worked so hard for so long to 
remain focused on resolution of this bog-standing problem. I would also like to emphasize to 
you that this is truly a great thing for the school children of Utah, especially in tight of the fact 
that we have been trying to get some value out of these captured land sections for nearly sixty 
years. The counties of Utah are pleased to have played a role in bringing this exchange about 

Utah Association of Countifs’ involvement in these trade-out efforts has been as a result 
of our constant exposure to public lands issues which impact our lives, in combination with our 
desire to cooperate with State Institutional Trust Lands (SITLA) in bringing about whsa is in the 
best interest of the school children they represent 

All too often, environmental issues override the day-to-day human aspect of our public 
lands, and cause us to disregard the feet that everything wc need to survive and prosper as a 
human family comes from the land. To finally have some ability to enhance the education, and 
thus the future, of the children of Utah, through the proper use of some of these lands, is truly 
significant 

It is also very significant that a cooperative effort has led to resolution of a long-standing 
problem, something which is very difficult to achieve in public land matters today. 

UAC’s involvement with this particular exchange is a result of our partnership with 
SITLA in opposing, in the courts, the creation of the Grand Staircase-Escalanie National 
Monument. It is from that perspective that I both support this legislation, and also voice my 
concern regarding the issues surrounding this exchange. 

UAC joined SITLA in filing suit on the Monument based on what we believe was an 
improper lack of process and public involvement as required by law. It is important to note that 
nothing in this exchange addresses the points of the law over which UAC filed suit. It does, 
however, ed drere the concerns over which SITLA joined our action, and we are happy that 
SITLA has succeeded in gaining some compensation for their losses. We support this exchange 
for that reason. 

But, while the exchange benefits SITLA substantially, it in no way compensates for the 
huge loss in future revenues from existing mineral leases within the Monument Further, the 
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hn^efA mot rffagrtly by tha eraaAwy OarfWld and Kane, gain V«y Httlt 

benefit from this trade out 

UAC h*» expressed concern over a number of issues* which wt note hen: 

!. Mineral lease revenues, which counties currently shire, or which they could 
share, must remain consistent. Those xevcmice an critical to rural coumks 
who feel the mspnus of mioetal extraction and rely oo muterml lease revenues 
for economic stability. 

2. Payments is Lieu of Texes revenues on state end federal lands are oot 
addressed in this legislation, but we understand will be pail of the 
nsemorandua of agreement relating to this legislation. While state tow pasted 
in 1994 anticipates bolding counties harmless against lost PILT monies, we 
ask that nothing in this legislation would adversely impact the PELT payments 
to the counties who rely on them. 

3. Valid existing rights under R. S. 2477 ait not addressed in this legislation, but 
this remains a critical issue for counties, and is potentially affected by this 
exchange. While we don't expea this exchange to also resolve R.S. 2477 
issues, we hope that nothing in the legislation will complicate the problem 


4* We also believe that grazing rights, where school trust tands are used as the 
base lands, may need further clarification. 

While concerns over these matters will certainly not cause us to oppose this proposal, we 
do want these issues in the record and part of the process that implements the provisions of this 
legislation. 

We would like to emphasi» at this point that S1TLA has worked very hard to address to 
our satisfaction any concerns we have raised with them, and we ask that you would work to 
wmtain these protections in the legislative process. It is important to note here that the public 
mandoes, and therefore the priorities, of Utah's counties nd S1TLA axe different in many ways. 
Consequently, this must be viewed as a substwtiai success as it relates to SITLA's 

prescribed priority—as trustee of those lands set aside to assitf in the education of Utah’s school 
children. 

With these concerns addressed, wt support legislation which would allow this exchange 
to succeed. We cannot emphasize enough the benefit it will provide to the school children of 
Utah. 

We would be even more enthusiastic in our support if we knew that this exchange would 
set the stage for a more cooperative atmosphere in public lands matters, that it would set a 
precedent for ftfflut successful trade-outs of capture! state trust lands, and, that it would open the 
door to resolution-oriented negotiations on all contentious public lands issues in the fixture. 

We hope that it docs just exactly that 

Thank you. 
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H.R.3910 

To authorize the Automobile National Heritage Area in the State of Michigan, and 
for other purposes. (Enrolled Bill (Sent to President)) 


SEC. 201. BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENTS AND CONVEYANCES, GRAND 
STAIRCASE -ESCALANTE NATIONAL MONUMENT , UTAH. 

(a) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN LANDS-The boundaries of the Grand Staircase 
-Escalante National Monument in the State of Utah are hereby modified to exclude 
the following lands: 

(1) The parcel known as Henrieville Town, Utah, as generally depicted on the 
map entitled 'Henrieville Town Exclusion, Garfield County, Utah’ dated 
March 25,1998. 

(2) The parcel known as Cannonville Town, Utah, as generally depicted on 
the map entitled 'Cannonville Town Exclusion, Garfield County, Utah’ dated 
March 25,1998. 

(3) The parcel known as Tropic Town, Utah, as generally depicted on the 
map entitled 'Tropic Town Parcel’, dated July 21,1998. 

(4) The parcel known as Boulder Town, Utah, as generally depicted on the 
map entitled 'Boulder Town Exclusion, Garfield County, Utah’, dated March 
25,1998. 

(b) INCLUSION OF CERTAIN ADDITIONAL LANDS- The boundaries of the Grand 
Staircase -Escalante National Monument are hereby modified to include the 
parcel known as East Clark Bench, as generally depicted on the map entitled 'East 
Clark Bench Inclusion, Kane County, Utah’, dated March 25,1998. 

(c) MAPS- The maps referred to in subsections (a) and (b) shall be on file and 
available for public inspection in the office of the Grand Staircase -Escalante 
National Monument in the State of Utah and in the office of the Director of the 
Bureau of Land Management. 

(d) LAND CONVEYANCE, TROPIC TOWN, UTAH- The Secretary of the Interior 
shall convey to Garfield County School District, Utah, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to the lands shown on the map entitled 'Tropic Town 
Parcel’ and dated July 21,1998, in accordance with section 1 of the Act of June 14, 
1926 (43 U.S.C. 869; commonly known as the Recreation and Public Purposes Act), 
for use as the location for a school and for other education purposes. 

(e) LAND CONVEYANCE, KODACHROME BASIN STATE PARK, UTAH-The 
Secretary shall transfer to the State of Utah all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the lands shown on the map entitled 'Kodachrome Basin 
Conveyance No. 1 and No. 2’ and dated July 21,1998, in accordance with section 1 
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of the Act of June 14,1926 (43 U.S.C. 869; commonly known as the Recreation and 
Public Purposes Act), for inclusion of the lands in Kodachrome Basin State Park. 

SEC. 202. UTILITY CORRIDOR DESIGNATION, U.S. ROUTE 89, KANE 
COUNTY, UTAH. 

There is hereby designated a utility corridor with regard to U.S. Route 89, in Kane 
County, Utah. The utility corridor shall run from the boundary of Glen Canyon 
Recreation Area westerly to Mount Carmel Jet. and shall consist of the following: 

(1) Bureau of Land Management lands located on the north side of U.S. 

Route 89 within 240 feet of the center line of the highway. 

(2) Bureau of Land Management lands located on the south side of U.S. 
Route 89 within 500 feet of the center line of the highway. 
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Acknowledgment of Receipt of Map(s) 

I, A* _representing 

(Name of representative) 

%he Bureau of land Management _ acknowledge that I received 

(Name of Agency) 

the map(s) entitled: 

East Clark Bench Inclusion, Kane County, Utah, 3/25/1998 
" * 

Cannonville Town Exclusion, Garfield County, Utah, 3/25/1998 

Kodachrome Basin Conveyance No. 1, 7/21/98 

Henrieville Town Exclusion, Garfield County, Utah, 3/25/1998 _ 

Boulder Town Exclusion, Garfield County, Utah, 3/25/1998 

Kodachrone Basin Conveyance NO. 2, 7/21/98 _ 

Tropic Town Parcel, 7/21/1998 

referenced in the bill: h.r. 3910 _ 

(Name of bill or bill number) 

from the United States House of Representatives, Committee on Resources, 
at the offices of the Subcommittee on National Parks and Public Lands at 
814 O’Neill H.O.B., Washington, D.C. 20515, at approximately 

A.M. ), on ( 351 . • 

(Time of day) (Circle one) (Date) 
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